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Reader , 


' Am apt to think, thou mayeſt wonder at my under- 
taking to oppoſe the Deftrine of ſo Learned a Scribe, 
as Doftor Owen : but 1 ſhall give thee the Reaſon 
of it- 1 know well, through the tender mercy of God, 
thit I am on the upper ground with him; for 1 ftand for the 
ad Fence of a {arnſc that will ſave tt ſelf, and boar out me ,z 
it was [ar frem*iny vert, to contend with this worthy 
Man, if there had mot been a juft neceſſity. For, 1 defirey® 
not contention with "504 amet, ar did 1 ever draw 
re lo 1 ſword againſt azy Antagoniſt, for want of love 
70 him, nor do I now, aud hope I geverſball ; nor hath 
any finifter end whatſoever previtled with me. in this 
matter of controverſic; but knowing right well; that 
if 1 ſhould ſland flill, and ſee the truth of God trodders 
aows at ſuch a rat”, aiin his Bock it *s, and I alts- 
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gether holdmy peace being, by his grace, put into ſome capa- 
city to defend it, Le would never take it well at my 
hands, in the day of account. So referring thee to my 
following Lines, for the trial of the Controverſie : not in- 
tending to meaale with it here : but intreating thee to 
pray thine heart into an honeſt frame, to give true 
Tudgement between the Dottor. and me: and that as 
thou loveit* thy veſt” Interet , take heed thy wordly 
Intereſt do not bya/s thee. So ſubſcribes, 


Thy Souls well- wiſhing Y 
Fricnd, 


Og "Y 
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Having met with a Book of D-&or Owen's, 2 man of 
note for Piety and Learning : I gladly ſer time apart to 
read, and conlider jt, concluding I ſhould find ſome wor- 
thy ſervice dune by him, that would tend to the good of 
the preſent, and ſucceeding generations : although 1 did ' 
exp a difference might remain between him and me, about the 
preciſe Day of Reſt ; bur it 1 had found no other difference be- 
*1wecn me and him, nor between the truth and him, then | might 
in reaſen cxpit, 1] was 1eſoived ro lignifie to him ina Letter, 
what in his Book &id Cil- ſatist:e me, and fee his anſwer, (if it 
m'ght have been obtained ) before I did openly appear againſt him. 
Not great:y tearing, that he would kave gone farther out of the 
way in «js matter, than many Worthies that have wrote about 
this Subj ; as Mr, Dod, Dr, Bazly, Mr, Chaudry, Mr. Shepheard, 
and ſeveral others, who, from a conceit that the Day of Sabbath 
was changed to the firſt day of the-week, by Chriſt ; argued it at 
the beſt rate they could, bur {till with this circumſpeR care, in all 
they (aid, to Keep the Crown as honourably as they covId, upon 
the head of the fourth Commandment, Now my expectation 
was, that Dr. Owen, who I conceive hath the zdvantage of them, 
would not have turned more crookedly out of the way than they 
did : but when I came to read his Book, I ſaw it was no Letter 
matter, but it was a ptece very diſhonourable to the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion : but my intention is not to meddle with all 1 diſlike , but 
to ſpeak to ſume of the moſt dangerous miſtakes, that are moſt 
likely to ſnare the ſouls of men ; but withall,l freely confeſs, there 
be many excellent paſſages of Truth aſſerted by him, if he had not 
plucked down with one hand, . as fat as he built with the other. 
The belt of his ſayings | (hall not conceal 
And firſt, ro what | find in his Epiſtle, take, and it is worthy. 
T he pxblick profeſſion of Religion,,and the rule it bears in the minds 
and les of men, cannot be maintained without a due obſeryance of 
a ftated day of Sacred Reſt, which had its beginning by Gods own 
appointraent, Now this 15 a true ſaying, and the ſenſe of the mot 
Judicious and Godly Miniſters among us this day, who will be as 
ready to ſay as he, no Sabbath, no Rel:gion ; how contrary f0- 
ever 
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ever both they, and the Congregations with.them, walk to this 
Rule: 'Like paſſages we find in the third page, [ where he, com- 
plaming of mens inventions, univerſally peryerting the ſtate of all 
things made of God, giving inſtance in that dacred day, when all 
things were made very good. ] Now nothing can be more eviden: 
than this, that in this place he means the ſeventh day Sabbath, ex- 
prelt Gen. 2. it he intended his meaning ſhould be known by his 
words. But again, after ſome worthy acknowledgments [ of the 
Advantages, that lay ip that day, and duty of kee ing it, then he 
ſayes, it might be ſo ſtill to the ſons of men, but that they are 
continually tinding out new inventions ] now would any man 
think that it were poſſible, after ſuch a teſtimony borne by him- 
ſelf for that day z and telling us, that it might be as good for us 
now as it was then, if it were not for our own inventions, that he 
himſelf ould prove ſuch a man of invention, as preſently to face 
abour, and write a Book of inventjons, aguin!t this very day ang 
duty, he hath borne ſo high a Teſtimony far ; as in the fouricenth 
yage of his Book, he faileth ro Nick-name this very day, calling 
it the [| Tudaica! Sabvath ] wich reproaching thew as [ unwary 
and unadviled perſons that kcep it ] but whether againſt his Con- 
ſcience, | dare not ſay, but sgainit his principles, 1 d:re ſay, he 
doth it ; ſee his thirty ſeventh page, where he laith expr.ſly, [the 
name piven in Scripture to 2 day, it mu{t be called by, and not 
otherwiſe ] now this 15 2rue ; for it we call any thing by a wrorg 
name; we deceive the un 'ef{taridings of all we (peak to, and aliv 
tranſprels the Scripture Rule, 2 Timm. 1,13. Held faſt the form 
of ſound words, Theretore, how he hath abuled Gods Word, 
and his Reader, both here, an im his whole fourth exerciration, 
where he brands the Sabbath wich that name of Fadaical, both ile 
Reader and himſelt may judge, z nnleſs he can tind the Spirit of 
God naming the ſeventh day Sabbath Fudaical, any where in Scri- 
pture. But | hope the Doctor,in the wriung of his next Book, will 
remember to keep a little cloſcr, to that govd DoAtrine expre/t 
in his ewentieth page namely | i is onely walking according to 
Rule that wil! plealx God |] but by what Rule the DoQors Pen 
writeth, is meet for his own ſecond thoughts, for ſo irreconci!c- 
able a man whh himſelf, I think is hard co be found on earth ; 
for in his wenty third page, there he firſt proveth, trom Gen. 2. 
and Excd. 20, that the Sabbath is called the Seventh day, and 
within a few lines after, he ſaith, ic is 10t abſolutely ſo called any 

where, 
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where, bat let me tel] him, he will take upon him a great work, 
when he raketh in hand the proof of this z for, where-ever it is 
made mention of, with reſpe& to any appellations of any day 
in the week, the Seventh is named, and no other : but in the 
next page he tells us, | the Apoſtle caſt,out of ufe this appel- 
lation of the ſeventh day, now under the New Teſtament, 
and hath antiquated it ] hut what Apoſtle he meMeth., and 
where we ſhall frd any proof for any of this, the D. or 
tells us not. But another note I cannot but mind the 
Reader of, in his ſecond Exercitation, where, after the writirg 
of at leaſt fifty pages, proving the Sabbaths beginoirg in Pz- 
radiſe , and being nuvrally moral, the law of our Creation, 
and the like ; he ſayes, it was | abſolutely commenſurate to the 
Church-ftate of the Jews, beginning and3:nding with it ] To 
this, I ſay, for the Sabbuhs being commenſurate to the 
Jewiſh Church-ſtate, I ſee no reaſon to gainſay lym ; for my 
own Judgement is ſatisfied, that the Sabbath is commenſu- 
rate to every ſlate of the. Church, and to every age of the 
worldz there is no reaſon to the conirary z Wherefore ſhould 
it not as well as its fellows ? firſt, ſecond, third, fifth, f1xth, 
ſeventh, eighth, ninth, and tenth. Bur how it comes ro begin 
and end with the Church of the Jews, bad need to be well 
proved firſt ; and ſecondly, well reconciled ro What the Door 
haih ſaid of it in his Book , which rwo works wiil colt him 
two great Books more, before it be etfRed : bur indeed I 
cannot but wonder, that he ſhould think his bare word proof 
enough for ſuch things as few men in the Land believe r9 be 
true, belides himſelf. But now, on the conmrary, the Duttor, 
like a man led by two contrary ſpirits, falls a contradiQ- 
ing ihis by frelh arguments, to prove the ſeventh day Sabbath 
naturally moral, and univerſal; as inthe 121, 122, 124, 125, 
126, 125,and 128, papes, in all which places, he makes it his bu- 
line's to prove it ſo, with more to the ſame purpoſe, in the 149, 
165, 1-8, 179, and 180 pages, vnto which I referr the Reader, 
as beirg r00 numerous to be here inſerted.. But I ſhall name 
a paſlage or wo, and fo proceed ; for he argues, | that the 
Cauſe he ple:ds, the command in the Decalogue will bear, and that 
the Sabbath hath an original right by birth, amongſt the ſociety of 
the Decalogue, the reaſon is rendred, becauſe the ſeventh day, or 
a ſeventh day, ina ſeptenary revolution, 1s exprefly command- 


ed ] but being conſcious to himfelt rhat rhis aſſertion rends 
to 
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toconfirm thoſe rationall men, that belieye and ſay, that not hing 
more nor leſs js commanded in the fourth Command, but the 
ſeaventh day Sabbath ; he preſently falls to contradi both him- 
ſelf and the truth, ſaying, [hat they (peak nut only uncertainly 
'but certainly falſe, who ſay the fourth command injoynes 
the keeping of the ſeventh day, preciſely, and that the words of 
_ the Apollle ſeems to lye expreſly again(t ir] but rc belt ont is, 
he neither names the Apoſtle, nor the place z but you mey well 
know the reaſon is, becauſe they are not to be found 1n Scripture. 
But notwithſtanding theſe and ſuch like contradiftions, yti he goes 
on to prove the morality and <qulaity of the tuurth command 
with the Reſt, and amongſt many other lively. paflages, ins is 
one : [That it hathan <quall ſhare with the re(t of itic ne in 
all the priviledges of the whole page 186. and this he bacacth 
with pregnant arguments, taking trum [ Gods declaring u with 
his own voice, and writing twice With his ovin tinger 1n Tables 
of Stone, ani ſaith, it is the Law, God promiſeth ro write 1: the 
hearts of his elcC,and obſerves that the Church of England praves 
as well for the writirg of the law, of the Sabbath in hear 
hearts, 2s any other of the ninc,) And I ſhall ſecond the Dor 
with this obſervation, that indeed it appears to me beywnd 2 
doub-, that this Law is written fair enovgh tothe red inthe hears 
of men, an ſuch men why never kept Sabbath, nor never intend 
to dv, thuuld it norwiihflancing pray ſo ſeriouſly at the readirg 
of that Law, The Lod have mercy upon us, and incline our hearts 
to keep this Law. 

Anuther ſub{tantial argament he draws from its being lodged 
in the ark with the tf er nine, where none of the other Laws were 
put; andind.ed the contideration of it alone is enough to \n- 
gage any corliderirg perſon ty make great con'cer.ce of ke ep- 
ng every tiitle of that Law ; for why that conliders Chriſt was 
ty Pied thereby, to remacve the curle of te Law, and to write 1t 
in the hearts of his el, as the D: Ror ſaith, with what is fur- 
ther urged by him trom page 181 to193, can well harden his 
heart ſv high againſt Ged, as to tird vor ſeek out inventions to 
brezk the Sabbath, or any uther of theſe ten words. 

Next, the DuQtor proves the duration and merality of the 
Sabbath, and that ur:deniably © unieſs you will deny the Sun 
ſhines when theHhadew ſhows the time of day on the Dya). 
irom ſat. 24. 20. eAat, 5-17,18, 19, Fames 2. 10,11. pre- 
ſently 
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ſently endeavouring to pull down all he had built in ſaying {that 
what he had tanght reached not to the ſeventh day preciſely, page 
96] hut inthe 203 page | find an argument levied againſt the 
whole Du: ine, aid (cope of his Book, which cuts the finews 
and ſtrength vt all iis dekign in two. The ſum of all which is 
this, that there is but one Sabbath only ſpoken of in the Old 
Teſtament , for the DQors buſineſs is ro find the firſt days Sab- 
bach,a'id the ſeventh days ſabbath, buth In the fourth Command- 
ment, orelſe the Byok is without delign, or the delign of it un: 
knowable, but let us ſee the Doors an(wer. 

Aad tirit he anſwers by way of Concelſion [That never any 
ſober perſon fancied rwo labbaths in the Old Tettament] to which 
I ſay, what hath the Dr. been doirg all this while then ; for he 
hath written two hundred piges to prove the firſt day ſabbath 
from the fourth Commandment, the 2 Ger. and Eſaiab 58. he 
need not to have been at the trouble ro write two pages to 
prove the ſeventh day ſabbath from thence , for that was never 
any mans doubr, 

Secondly the Dr. [puts prudent 
men ro diſtinguiſh between the ſab- But will not the Reader think, 
bath expreſt in the Law of our cre- 3t ſtrange to find him after 
ation, and the ſame ſeventh day this indeavonreng to prove 3 
- ſabbath fitted to the JewiſhChurch Sabbaths from thence, one 
State, and the Covenant they were eHoral, and another Fudai- 
under] Burt I dare be bold to ſay cal, and a third a firſt day 
that he chat can find two ſuch ſea- Sabbath of a Goſpel Nature. 
venth days ſabbatbs, diſtinguiſhed 
in the fourth Commandement, M any Bible that this age affords, 
is a man of skill, but what if he could - 6nd his impoſſible diſtin» 
ion, he is ſtill but where he was, and neither the Sabbath in the 
fourth Commandment, nor tharfitted ro the Jewiſh Covenant, 
2s he calls it, can be firſt days Sabbath, he is ill as ſhort of thac 
as he was before he diſtinguiſhed, but he goes' on with the like 
words, till he concludes his anſwer with this confulion. [Nor is 
here the leaſt appearance of two ſabbaths, but one only is com- 
manded unto all, and determined unto a certain day, for the ufe 
of ſome tor a ſeaſon} what he means by no appearance of two 
Sabbaths, is worthy our knowledge z for if be ſpeaks of the 
the Scriptures, then it is true there is no appearance of any more 
then one Sabbath only , bur if he ſpeaks gf his own beok and 
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words, nothing can be ſpoken more falſe, for he hath afferted 
two in this very fame 205 page | The one day belopging to the 
Covenant of works, and the other tothe Covenant of grace by 
Jeſus Chriſt, and this of the preciſe ſeventh day to the Cove- 
Hant of works) and it there be the preciſe ſeventh day, andthe 
preciſe firſt day, and theſe-belong to two ſo diſtir.t Covenants, 
how can he (ay there is no appearance of any more then one ? 
and yet he adds inthe ſecond line [But one only is commanded 
unto all] theſe thirg; hang together like Pibble Stones in a Hal- 
ter ; fot if one Sabbath be commar.ded unto all, ot what uſe is 
the DoQors book in the world, unleſs to work ſtrie ; but he 
proceeds [and determined unty a certain d1y for the uſe of ſ..me 
for a ſeaſon} this hath a (trange look, what commanded unto 
all, and yet but for the uſe of ſvme , bat I fall leave this- for the 
[D.;&t »r to interpree. 

Next he tel's us [that one day in ſeven olry, ard nor the fe- 
ven-h preciſely, is dircQ!y and immediately enj ned in the De- 
calog t] but who knows not how contra'y this afl:1tion jt, 
G6 himlelt direft;y in che Letter of the Tzx7, calls the ſeventh 
61y the Sabbath day, giving b-th the names to one, and the ſelt 
ſame day, as all-men know 4hat ever read the C- mmard nents. 
This he g9es over again-with; in the next prge, afh-ming, [The 
Reaſons in the command do nv» more reſpect the ſeventh day, 
then any other in ſever] which how contrary 1t is tothe expreſs 
Letter of the fourth Commirdment, is manifeit, but with this 
notab'e contradiftion [1x 4474s are granted to labour, that is, in 
number, and not more ina ſ:ptenary revoiution.] Now this is 
true beyond all reafonab'e mens doubts, and theretore it is impoſ- 
ſible for the firſt day to be a Sabbath , for though it be of:en 
ſaid that the Sabbath was changed from the ſeventh. day to the 
frſt; Yet itis altogether impoſſtble to prove it, eicher by Scrip- 
mre or antiquity, and fit againſt the DyEors own words , for it 
frx day$in number begranted to work in between Sabbath and 
Sabbath, as it certainly is in the great Charter of the fourth 
Command, Six dzys ſ:alt thou labour and do all thy work. Then it 
's impollible that the tirſt day next inſuing the Sabbath, can be 
+ made a S1bbath without the manifeſt breach of that. great grant 
in that divine Charter confirmed by Jeſus the Mediator, to one 
jor or title ( whictr jor is the ſmallelt Letter m theHebrew Alpha- 
ber ) now if Chriſt have eſtabliſhed that Law in all its —_— 
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and grants, eas. 5. 18. then ti impeſlible for more then ſe- 
vendays, to be between Sabbath and Satbath, the next week af. 
ter the Reſurreftion without 2s manifeſt 23n intrereÞ ment phe 21 
that ſacred command where all Eeſh 1s thus limncd, but the [+- 
venth day the Sabbath of the Lord thy God, thou ſhalt not do ary 
werk z now for a man to ſay ſo frequently [ihe fzbbath Fath 4 
ſeptenary return, and that its one in ſeven abſolutely, or cne in 
the revolution of ſeven, arid that every weck cr ſeven days had 
a ſabbath in ir] and that ſo ofren repeated, and yet at oiher turns 
ſpeak that which is fo abſolutely inconftifient herewith, manitell- 
ly diſcoveriry how he was bewildered ard hate put t0 it be- 
tween the two parties he fights againſt ; to the ine he faith 
Lit began in Paradiſe ard all the Patriarch kept it, ard the De- 
Calogue will bear the cauſe he pleads, ard the zccepted time ot 
Geds Worſhip is declared ard derermir.ed in the fourth Cem- 
mardment] with many like expr«ſlicns ; but when he ſpeaks tg 
the other party that pratice what heteacheth thm, then he te!'s 
us [ we are unwaty and uradviſed perſons for Keepirg it, putting 
a nick name upon it Judaical] 3nd would make us believe it be- 
pan and ended with the Church State of the Jews and ſuch life 
contrad;Rions, not only to the expreſs teſtimony cf Geds word, 
but to his own . fhirmations plain'd and expreſs in a multitude 
of places,as'r !'- 2"g p*ge, Where he hath to doe with thoſe 
that wouid &t: v. '1a:h Typical, there he riſeth vp like a 
Gyant, and tells (ii «as given before the firſt premiſe of 
Chriſt, ard that in th« {:«ie of nnccercy, 27.d under the- Cove- 
nant of works in pert. & terce, wherein there was Nv reſp«& to 
the Mediation of leſus Chrift ] now here the Dr. may be belie- 
ved ;bur then it is not pcſlible to believe him, when he faith, | ir 
began. and er:ded with the lew1ſh Church State ] nor in thoſe ma- 
ny cortradiQtions to it all alorg in his Book as in this very page 
he undermireth this Buildirg io ſet up that new dev:c: of the fir} 
day Sabbath, he tetcheth his cempats (as 2!) mult dc) that taye 
nv dire(t proof, brings in this ſtory, [ Of Chriſt, laying the 
Foundations of the new Heavens 2r1.d the new Farth in bis Refur- 

reftion.] = 
This (peech,with more of like ſort are not ro be owned , ard 
enough to make the Jews abhorr the Chriſtian Religion, when 
{0 great a Chriſtian Door ſhall ſpeak ſuch things as they and all 
men know to be ſo'falſe;ſuch things are lookt for indced, 2 Pet. 2. 
B2z 10 
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(0, 11,13, 13, 14. but that need not be, it Chriſt fl] upon this 
work ſo long ago. ” 

Secondly , 1 anſwer, if the firſt day were Sabbath, now by in- 
ſticution, as he ſaith it is, page 25, or it he could prove it by exy 
preſs teſtimonies of Scripture, as he promiſed to doe, Page 15. | 
cannot believe he would have brovg'1t ſuch pittiful proof as this 
is, that needs proving every word ot it, but here is no Text urged 
for any of theſe affertions ; but if any could have been found, 
there was great need of them, 

Bat thirdly, ſuppoſe that at the ReſurreRion there had been 
the foundation of the Heavens and the new Earth laid, what 
ground had this been to make the day a Sabbath ? without an in- 
{titution it would have been but will worthip. 

But Fourthly, it it were true as it is not, what agreement is 
there in his parallel ? what reaſon is there that his new Sabbach 
mult begin the farlt day ? the fourdations of the new Heavens 
and rew Earth is laid, whereas God did not ſo, he finjſhed his 
work before he ſanRified the Sabbath,but the DoQor is very for- 
ward inthe advance of his new Sabbath, not ſtaying till the work 
is finiſhed ; more forward then he is like to have any thanks 
for his labour at the day of Judgment, in the 2'2 and 21 3 pages 
he comes to ſhow | the ſad inconveniencies and confuſion that 
comes by taking out of Gods hand the d1ivition between the time 
that is allowed us for our own occaltons, and what is to be 
ſpent in his ſervice, and particalzriy tor caſting off his example 
in working [ix days, and reſtirg the ſeventh ] what four ſubſtance 
c4n & Sabbath keeper ſay more, who would not take the D or 
to be one i; he were congruous to himſel?, See alſo the fu'neſs of 
his Teſtimony, pag. 19. 20, where he cont. {I:t1- [the day of reft 
hath uncontroulable teſtimony in Scripture, in the I:ght of na- 
ture, and praftice of the Church, from the beginning af the world, 
not confining himſclf ro Goſpel days] (as his ow:. Phraſe is) now 
if the DuAtor mean as he ſaith, the ſeventh day is the Sabbath by 
kis own words, and as full a Teſtimony as ever came or can 
come from the Pen of any Scrize; for what can be more evident 
then this, thar Guds example le3ds ws to the ſeventh day, the un- 
controulable Teſtimony of Scripture doth the like, and that this 
mul? necds he bis meaning, ſometimes is evident, ſee pag. 23: 
where he hath theſe words [ This ſacred day is called the fe- 
venth day, Gen, 2, Exod. 20. ] ſure he cannot puſlibly intend a- 
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ny other day, by this proof, nor Will the light of nature ever 
gaide us to the Keeping of the firſt day, for that is ſet vp upon 
the account of the Covenant of grace, it the Doors Doftrine be 
true z (ee his 205 page, where he argaes the Caſe thus, [That 
every Covenant of God with-man mult have one of the ſeven 
days of the week tor a Sabbath, whether that of works,or that 
of grace by Jeſus Chriit} now that- which flands by Grace, the 
light of nature will never take notice of, and the ſeventh day 
preciſely he faith, belongs toche Covenant of works ; now this 
preciſe ſeventh Gay for a weakly ſabbath, is the known day by 
the Churches pradt.ce from the beginning of the world, to this 
very lat age, as may appear by Dr. Heyls1@ Hittory of the 1ab- 
bath z where he ati; meth that the invention of Keeping the firſt 
day by verrue of the tourth Command, was not till the yeas,15g5 
by D -Ror Bound, which is but ſeventy (ix years ago. Something 
ot what | have gathered tip from the ſccond book of his hiſtory, 
I (hall here inferr, and ] find his Book full of pregnant proof from 
end to end, that ncne of the proteſſed Chriſtian Churches in the 
world, Eait nor Weſt, did ncver own For keep the firſt day of 
the week as a ſabbath z nor did any of them judge the ſabbath was 
tranſmitted from the ſeventh to the firſt day by any Divine Inſti. 
tution 3; nor Was it ever by any accounted more then the other 
holy days were, of k aſter, Whu ſontude, Chriſtmas, Saints days, 
and the Wakes kept tor the Dedication of Churches, nor were 
any of them ſer apart but by the Church ; wich an opinion of 
their being holy, by any commandment of God, or Chrili, or 
any Apoltle, bur of the Church only ; and proves thai they 
were never kept, nor intended to be kept as a ſabbath, bur ſet a- 
part, partly tor Worihip, and partly ja Recreation, and that in 
a caſe of great bufineis ( as Seed time and Harveſt it was lawful! 
to labour ) and that neither work nor recreation was counted 2 
eranſgrefſion, if perſons did notnegleR the publick worſhip, but 
came to Church. This 1s the ſcope and bulineſle of his 
Book, 

And further he affirms,that the fir!t broachers of this inven- 
tion of the firſt day being kept by vercue of the fourth Com- 
mandment, was not till the year. 1 595 by Doftor Bound, whom 
he prints for a blemiſh and ſcandall ro che Chriſtian profeſſion, 
for his affirming that the fourth command binds us to keep the 
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nl for ſayirg it is naturally moral and perpetual, ſee his 8 
chapr. p3g- 250, and yet ſetteth the honour of 2 ſabbath on the 
head of a ſunday, as he often calls ir. Now | ſhall name a few of 
m+ny of the teſtimonies mentioned in his - 90k, 8 in his third pag, 
he ingeniovlly and truly acknowledgeth, that it the fourth Com- 
mard were Chrilts, be naturally moral, it is immutable, no jot or 
\, llable ſh1ll decay till Heaven and Earth paſs 'away. And fur. 
t 1er, that law muſt ſtand till the frame of nature be;dif-lved, and 
c tes Litke 16. 17. toprove itz but he takes it for granted, har 
t 1e fourth Command is Ceremonial and abolithed, as the onely 
rexſon wherefore the ſeventh day is not to be kept now, ard in 
the ſeventh page he Firms, that neither Chriſt nor his Dilciples 
ordained any other ſabbath then the ſeventh day, as it they ir- 
tended t9 ſhift the day,” and transfer the honour to ſcme other 
time, though their DovQrine and PraQtice is direAtly contrary to 
ſo new a fancy; bur faith he it is true, that in ſome tra of time 
the Church in honour of his ReſurreRtion ſer that day apart, and 
ging on with the ſame diſcourſe, he tells us, it was only done on 
the amthoricy of the Church, ard not by any precept of our 
Lord ani Saviour, or any one of his Apoliles, nor ary precept 
extent at all in holy [cripture for it, and brings in Athanaſins ly» 
inp, it was taken vp dy a voluntary Uſage in the Church, pag.8. 
and not kim only, but many fathers by name, both in the > and 
$ pages, and in the ninth page he urg2th in theſe words the whole 
cloud of witneſſes, all the Catholick Fathers, and in the 11 pag. 
he eevice expreſieth it, chit in rract of time the Church did ſulem- 
nize it 3s a Feftival day and no vtherwiſe, g/ving ſubltantial rea- 
ſons from the ſcriptures to prove that neither Chrift nor his A- 
pollles hid any hand in it; and- goes on in ſeveral pages to 1C+ 
move ſuch obj. ions as might carry any low of wait in the 22 
page, and 4 or 5 pages folloviing he argues the great miſtake of 
that vhich is urged tor the firſt day trom eActs 20.7. and 1 Cor, 
16. 1,-denyirg that in the 20 of the Acts, there Was mire then 
common eating, and athrmirg that the time was not the frft day 
1m neither place,. bur ſome ſabbath dry, and brings ſeveral wi;- 
neſies, both Fathers and Proteitant writers upon the place, rer- 
dring it ſabbaih, as Chryſoſtom, Lyra, Eraſmus, Calvin, Pellican, 
Gualter, all noted men fatth he, who both in their cran{lztions 
and expolition,call it ſabbath day, page 23. and after in the 27 
page cites further witneiles, Vittorinus, Strigelius, Hunzvins, and 
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eAretius, now in the 31 42 pages be gives us this account, thyr 
in the fbrſt choice of the Sunday;for-the hongur: of the Reſurre- 
Qion, the Friday Was choſe for hionour of . his Paſſion, the Wed: 
neſday for that on it he was becrayed,-the Saturday or antiens 
ſabbath, being the mean while retained in the Eaſtern Churches, 
and further te;ls u3,ir was the cloſe of that Grit age before. the 
Sunday had the honour tg be called the Lords day, and clyſes his 
ſecond chap, Ceclaring,that it is fas les danger: ro call the firſt day 
@rday, then to call i; ſabbah, it, beigg cumrary to. all amiquity 
and (cripture; and inthe 94 page he tcils us, that for 3:0 yea's 
there was ny Law 7o biad- them to keep it, nor any re{t trom 
Jabour or wot id.y bulineis required vpn tit, gc that it met 
with fac'y oppolition, that it was mnze then athouſang years 
after Chrilts ?Acuniiun, betore ir could attain the State it ſtan- 
dcth ir, 

In the next place, he ſaith, they that ſer it up, may pake it 
lower or quite away, or (eitle the honour it hath vn anther day 
ard ſaith 1: is the \d«trine of Schooligen and Etvers Proteſtant 
writers of great nagge and credit in the World, as that which n9 
mgp will pr-\uraefo ſay concerning the ſabbath, who in the 14 
p:#jhe [aiil, it Was gear go > years frum our Saviours Birth, it 
1.0 Quite ſu much betore husbandry was reſtrained in the Eaſt 
on this Cay zand it is obſervable how much adoe there was 1n 
ol] ages irum the firſt making of the Law in Cenflamines time 
for a 1090 years togetherto torce the people to Keep it, no not 
ſo far as to forbear Plowing and Marketing, and all mariner of 
buſineſs whatſoever, although the Councells made Canons, and 
the Kings and Emperours made Laws -2gainſt it amongit a multi- 
tude of Orders, obſerve one ifithe year 1444. what time the 
Arch Biſhop Stafford made a Decree, that Fairs and Markets 
ſhould no more be kept in. Churches and Church-yards, nor on 
the Lords day, or ocher holy days, except in harveſt z this was 
in Henry the VI. time, pag, 2 29. + And in the 189 and 81 pages, 
he brings the teſtimony ot more then-1 can Pand to name of mo- 
dern Divines, aſſerting it to- bz a Church appointment, and no 
more voluntarily taken up, (and tells us of a conſultation once 
to change it vnto Thufſday) gzmong which he names Urſa, Bren- 
tins, Calvin, Dr,, Predinx, Chemntins, Zuyinglins, Bucer, Bil- 
linger, eighteen by name, ſaith he, and all the Lutherans in 
General, and by what appears in the latter part of the 6th chap. 

and 
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and ſeyeral places,the Eaſtern Churches keep the ſeventh day all 
along from the Primitive times ro this rime ; but 1 am weary of 
citing teſtimonies, for if | ſhould gather vp all | might, my an- 
ſwer would weary my Reader, he that hath a mind to know 
more, let him look into the book it ſelf, where he (hall find te- 
ſtimony full and clear for this matter. v : 

Now let every perſon of Ingenuity and Integrity, weigh the 
matcer, for the D-Ror hath nor ſpoken theſe things at Rovers, 
but names the Councels, the Antienc Fathers, the Princes, and 
the years of theſe aſſertions and tranſaQtons frum the Primitive 
times, to the year 1636. ſo [ ſhall leave Dr. Heylins Teſtimvuny 
to be conſidered, and return ag+in to D.. Own 

Come we now to his 4th. exercitation, in which he indeavours 
to make us believe the Jews had the ſeventh day iabba'!+ injoy- 
ned unto them upon differing grounds upon the firit 4nſticution of 
ir, and [now fitted to the Church State,arid ſuited to the Shaddary 
La1w, +»d made liable to be aboliſhed with ir] ard abaſcth the 
Apoltle, Col. 2. 16. to ſerve this intereſt, page 247. for evident it 
is, the Apoſtle names thoſe Sabbaths that are 4:2d»ws ot the bo- 
dy of Chri!t, and the Dr. kimielf hath diſcharged the ſeventh gay 
ſabbath from being of that number in proving it the Law of Hur 
Creation, and naturally M: ral, indiſpenſable, and perpetua!, 1nd 
nniverſal, 124, 152 pages, and that this is the 7th. day that mult 
be meant; ſee the Drs. own Teſtimony pag 3. where he complains 
rof mens perverting the Stare of all things made of God] and in- 
Aances in that ſacred day ef reſt, which Gvd made for the ad- 
vantage of the Sons of men, and fays ſir might'be ſo ſtill, if men 
were not finding our new inventrons ) and in the 25 page he ſaith 
(it is both Gods reſt and ours; ani that from his in{titation, he 
calls it my Sabbath, and prefleth Ger. 2. and the Decalogue v0 
prove it, and yet more plain im page 157. he ſaith, God ha- 
ving finiſhed his work in 6 days, and reſting on the 7th. given 
man thereby, and therein, rhe Rule and Law of his Obedience 

4 Rewards for his; ro affign any other meaſure or portion of 
time for his reſt umo Gvd in his ſolemn worſhip, is ro decline 
the authority of &od for the ſake of his own-inventions) and in 
pag 164 helaich (the Creation of the World in- 6 days, with the 
reſt of God pn the rb. and that declared, gives unto;all men an 
everlaſting LiwY now is it not Alrmge'thar this fire man ſhould 
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ſabbath was Judaical, and is abſolutely 2boliſi:ed and taken a- 
way, page 250] but let us lee the grour4 3nd reaſon of the 
DyRors diſagreement withhimſelf, ard altiorgh his inventions 
be too many,and too troubleſome for me to trace, yet hall take 
notice of {ume of them; the firſt | Niali note is this, that he is 
conceited that there is two ſeventh days {u\;daths enjoyned in the 
fou:th Commandment, and the one Morz!, the other Ceremc- 
nia] z the one a ſeventh day ſabbath, the other ihe ſcyenth day pre- 
ciſely z the one inſtituted in Paradiſe,-the other at Sinas z ihs 
is ſo notorious, as all men know that are conliſtent with them- 
ſelyes and truth, that it needs no argument to contute it ; fur 
neither inthe fourth Command, nor in the whole book of God, 
ts there the lea(t mention of any ſuch thing as a ſeventh day (ab- 
bach, beltde the preciſe ſeventh day, no fuch thing will the Dr. 
find in my Bible, | am ceriain, whatever he can doe in kis own. 
Another of his inveations is this, [ page 240, that the Law pro- 
mulgated on $5naz, reſpeted only the ſraelites or them pecu- 
liarly] but huw contrary to truth this is, 1 dyubt nut but it w/ll 
appear evidenily, if | live to ſee the Drs. proot for it ; for as yer 
we have no more tor it, but his own bare word. 

Another of his inv@tions is, that the ſabbath and the cere- 
monial Law is all one, page 235. ſtands upon the ſame bottom as 
his own words are , but how untrue and unreaſonable this is, any 
man of judgement may clearly ſee with half an eye, for if it be 
true thar'the Door ſaith, and i believe, as well as he, tht the 
Sabbath was inſtituted in Paradiſe, and hath its place by birth- 
right in the Decalogue, and is naturally moral, being made or 
appointed when it could havenoeye to the mediation of Chriſt, as 
he ſaith himſelf, page 20g. then is it impoflible it ſhould loſe its 
nature, and that for no fault of its own to be degraded of its birth- 
right, to be made a vaniſhing ſhadow: 

Apain, tis abſurdity is as great in endeavouring to make us be- 
lieve the Shaddowy Law is any part of the Tovenant of Works , 
tor how can that be, ſecing it was appointed a Law of Ordi- 
nances, ſhaddowing the body of Chriſt, and preſenting his death 
and the benefits of it to the World, untill che time of Reforma- 
110n, Col. 2. 16, 17. Heb. g. 9, 10+ and although it preſented him 
darkly, as a ſbaddow will a man, not fo lively as an Image 
1/0uldy yet it did preſent him, _ 10.1,t012,%. andſo - 
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of a Goſpel nature as truely as any promiſes or branches of the 
Goſpel are or can be. 

"Again, in the 229 and 23 1 pages, he brings forth another in- 
vention, but at lame rate, his buſineſs is to perſwade tis that the 
people of /ſrael were under the Covenant of works, and that it 
is his intention to make us believe it ; obſerve his drift in page 
228. wherein you ſhall have his own words, viz. | trom the na- 
ture and tenor of. the Covenant of works, ſo renewed among 
that people, there was begotten in their minds ſuch a reſpe& un- 
£0 the rigour of its commands, the manner of their obſervance or 
of obc<dience unto them, with the dread of its curſe awfully de- 
nounced amongſt them, as brought a ſervile and bondage frame 
of ſpirit upon them, inall, wherein they had ro doe with God, 
by veriue of the Law and Rule of that Covenant 3 this frame of 
Spirit is that which {tands in dire&t oppolition unto the freedom 
and liberty purchaſed for us by Jeſus Chriſt ] and if this be not 
plain enough, note how he expreſſcth the terms: of the Covye- 
nant of Works in the next page, Which he concludes they 
were under. Namely, [ Do, this and live, and (he man that doth 
theſe things, (hall live in them, as alſo, curſed is every. one 
that continues not in all things written in the Liw to do them;and 
in the 231 page,the foundation,matier,manner of Adminiſtration, 
promiſes, ard threatnings of it, were the ſame with the Cove- 
nant of Works] and all this is exprelt to perſwade us againſt 
keeping the ſabbath as a burthrnſovme yoke, as appears pag. 229. 
to all which, | anſwer. Firſt, theſe things are aflerted by him, 
with ſuch contraditions, that makes the ſtory in every ratio- 
nal mans account unpollible to be true, as that there was relief 
apainſt it in the promiſe, and this is often mentioned, that'there 
is relief againſt its rigour and curſe, but what promile ? that is, 
or how it ſhould relieve men under a Covenant of Works, the 
DoRor tells us not, nor | ſuppoſe never can, if he had never ſo 
greata mind to doeit; for the Covenant of works will allow 
no Other nor” better promiſe then that named by himſelf; the man 
that doth theſe things ſhall live in them. 

Secondly, and then he hath other exceptions againſt his own 
DoAtrine : as that | the Church of ']ſrae/ was not wholly or 
abſolutely under it} what the DoRor intends by theſe expreſit- 
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Notions, and large diſcourſes, _— both explanation and 
proof, but we mult gueſs at his meaning as we can, and to the 
belt 'of my underſtanding, he muſt mean that they were under 
part of the old Covenant, but not under the whole of it, or elſe 
that they were partly under the O!d Covenant, and partly under 
the new, But let him mean which he will,and what he will, ſuch 
a party-coloured dofrine the ſcripture knows not, either they © 
were under the Law or under Grace z God hath not two ways 
to-juſtifie and ſave one and the fame perſon or people, Rom. 11. 
6. if of grace, then not of works, bur if of works, then not 
of grace; thele two Covenants will yoak together in this 
matter, much worſe then on Ox and an Aſs, but if he thinks 
that theſe ſayings of his have any truth in them, he ſhall do 
well ro help u$ig his next book, and 1 would intreat him not to 
forget to anſwer this queſtion, how and by what means the 
Church of Iſrael came by Relief againſt the Old Covenant, if 
they were under it, in whole or in part, whether they had it by 
vertue of Redemption by Chriſt, or without it ; if by the 
means of Redemption, how unl:ke a Chriſtian Dr. doth he write, 
let all men judg& that they ſhould be redeemed, and yet remain, 
and that by Guds delign under a Covenant of works for all 
that ? It without Redemption ghey obtained that Relief, then 
what ſhould hinder but that all other ages might obtain the ſame 
withuut Redemption, and then to what ule will he put the 
blood of Chriſt? 

But thirdly, if the matter and manner of Adminiſtration, Pro- 
miſes, and threatnings of the Scripcure of the Old Teſtament be 
the ſame with the Covenant of works, then how comes it to paſs 
that there is ſo mvch gracious acceptance of (inners, and par- 
Con of fin exprelt itcrein ? or how ſhall the two Covenants 
be diſtinguiſhed, they be ſv like one another ? it is to be feared, 
that if {uch Dectrine as this paſs for current, this poor ge- 
neration will be cheated of their Saviour ere long ; for it by ver- 
tue of the old Covenant ſo much happineſs can be injoyed, there 
will be no great neceſſity of the new Covenant, or of the Medi- 
ators bluod through which it only was made : But it theſe be the 
grounds upon which the Dr, ereQeth his new Sabbath, bleſſed 
is he that keepeth ir not ; for how lamely ſoever he prefleth the 
Old Covenant upon them, and would flatter them with ſome re- 
list againſt irs rigour ; yet he confcſleth ir begetteth that ne” 
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of ſpirit that ſtands in dire Oppolition to the freedom and li- 
berty purchaſed by Jeſus Chriſt, and ſo by a true interpretation 
would make us believe they were not redeemed, for it they be, 
what ſhould hinder that they {hovuld not be heirs of the ſame Co. 
venant of grace, to beget as good a frame of ſpit in them as 
the DoRor himſelf hath ? but 1 fear he thinks his pen is as 
much at liberty as ſome men think their tongues, or elſe he would 
never let it ran ſo at randome as he doth; tor there is of that race 
that underſtood the nature of the Covenant God made with 
them as well-as the Doftor doth who were as free from a ſpi- 
rit of bondage as he is; and if he ſhould offer to compare with 
them for eminency in grace | {h»uld 13ke him tor a proud man, 
bur {range it is that a Dr.of his Learnirg and parts ſhould be jgno- 
rant that it is reckoned by that great Apoſtle Paul,the great Privi- 
I:dpe of the Gentiles, to be fellow hcirs, and of the ſame body, and 
parcakers'of the ſame promile in Ciriſt with them, Eph.3.6. Note 
alſo,the context in the chap. before. 

But fourthly, if the DoRors book ſhould fall into the hangs of 
the Jews, how can he chuſe but think he inforceth ther to ſcorn 
the Chriſtian Religion, can they ever believe art (0d hath a 
greater Kindneſs for the Gentiles then he had tor the ſeed of 
Abravam, he maſt make them very to0!s before they will en- 
tertain that tory, 

Apain, with how high a hand d: th he «fabliſh them in their 
unbeliet z for they ſay and b:!icve that the Covenant their Fa- 
thers and themſelyes are under, is a Covenant of works, and 
that it affyrded them promiſes and mercy, and that they have 
acceptance and pardon vpon, and for off-r ng ſacrifice, an1 dofng 
ſach things as the book of the book of jthe Liw requireth;; now 
the Dr. for ſub{tance ſaith, the fame thing in termas plain enough 
1n thoſe three pages laſt nzmed, and wher: they ſhall ger ſuch a 
Teſtimony for their bad and unbelieving principles, from a pro- 
feſſed Ehriſtian Door of ſo great ſame, Oh how will they bleſs 
themſelyes, for it is well *known that the ground of their reje- 
Qing the Lord Jeſus, is their not believing thar great truth of 
the Goſpel, namely, that the old Covenant, ſince it was broken 
by lin, will not fave any ſinner, but that: God might be jaſt in 
ſhewing mercy to ſinners, he gave his Son for a Sacrifice, that 
through his blood he might make a New Covenant, that might 
run upon more gracious terms or betrer promiſes, (as the Scrip- 
ture phraſeth jr) then the br!t had, this it you could perſwade 
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them of the truth of , and that Ni he grace and kindneſs that 
they and their Fathers injoyed, came this way,av indeed the truth 
is, they would ſoon believe ir; Jeſus Chrift, fon they Jock not 
fir a Meſſizh more holy, nor one that fall confirm his Do- 
QArine by more or greater miracles, or any more excellent qu+- 
Iification then he had, bat their alone quarrel againſt him, is tor 
preterding todie for the forgiveneſs of lins, and to open a dovr 
of ſalvation ; a work they conceive they neeged him nor fer, 
but only to ſer them in a Kingdom Nate in 'this world: now it 
the Dr. had (tndied their hardening in unbelicf (45 God forbid 
| (hould think ke Cid intentionally ) yet it he had, he could never 
have taken 2 more miſchievous courſe to eff his delign, then 
to tell the Jews, the Church of 1ſracl ſtood, or was pur under a 
Qovenart of work, by God in the wilderneſs of Sywas, ard 
that the matter and manner of 24miniſtration and promiſe, be 
the ſame with the Covenant of works. Theſe rwo conclulions 
will roundly and rationally follow, that certainiy, if there had 
been any ſuch new Covenant that had been better then the Co- 
verant of Works, it would have been made at that time, or be- 
tore, that they might not have lo{t their ſhare 1n it, and to per- 
ſwade them againit this concluſton, is to tell ther non-ſence for 
Reaſon, for who in bis right mind can believe that a yeople' of 
ſuch glorious promiſes, and partakers of ſuch fignall love,thould 
nor {{:rd under a Covenany, as richly advantagious for the 5a!- 
vation of the ſoul, as ever God intended for any other peopie 
in the world. 

The ſecond concluſion is this, and it runs as clear, that if this 
preat Chriſtian DoQor ſpeaks the truchrin ſaying, that the mat- 
ter and manner of adminiſtration among tbe Jews 15 the ſame wit® *' 
the Covenant of works, then can the Chriſtian Religion be bur 
a meer cheat ; for impoſſible it is ,that it can be apart of the 
Covenant of Works, if it bewhat all Chriſtian Preachers have 
pretended it to be hither:o, for they have all prerended till now 
that the Moſaical Ordinances were ſhadows of the Body of Chrilt 
and if they had indeed been appointed to ſuch a Service, then 
would they have been of the natuze of their Goſpel diſpenſaticn, 
and ſo would have preached Righteouſneſs by grace, through the . 
Mediatours. blood, to whom, and to whoſe death, they pointed, 
and ſo could not have been the ſane with the Covenant of works; 
for if they be (o, then they would have been our duty by Crea- 


tion, although we had not ſinned nor fallen in (Am, - wy 
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Gath this Poor contradited all his Brethren the Apoſtles, 
And thus may the poor Jews go on triumphing againſt the 
Chrittian Faith and Religion, to the further hardning of them- 
ſelves and poſterities againlt their Saviour, and their own ſouls ; 
but | cannot ſtand co anſwer all, nor many of the abſurdities | 
find in chis book, nor yet can | let ſome tew more of them paſs 
wihout ſome little examination, page 232. he ſaith [ : Sabbath 
or an holy reſt belongs unto every Covenant between G ud and 
man} to which 1 ſay firſt, how came the Dr. to know this, un- 
leſs {ome text 1n holy writ had told him fo, but ſuppoſe 1' let the 
DoyRor have his ſaying about. his new found Cuvenant ; for 
I ſuppoſe it is as new to other men, as it is tome, namely, that 
Covenant of Works that is not abſolutely ſo, nor ſ@1n w.wle, 
but ludaical and Ceremonial, beginning and ending with .the 

Church State of the lews. 
| ſay this Covenant, and that which was a Covenant of works 
abſolutely, and ſo in whole, both theſe G venauis alt? be 
will have them to have two Sabbaths belonging © them), the 
one tocontinue, the other aboliſh:d at the Dcati of Chriſt, yet 
he cannot deny but the very ſelf ſame ſeventh day was the diy uf 
Sabbbath to them both; ow it that day ſerved two Cov.nants 
trutns, wherefore may it not ſerve the third Covenants turn x1? 
| ſhould ſay if there were ſo many , for indeed | never under!twd 
niore Covenants then that of works, and that of grace, T © which 
all other Covenants mentioned in Scripture do reterr, or are bran- 
ches or fruits of ir. That which he pretends was made with J/- 
racl, can be-no ataer but one of his inventions, ' bur.here it is puſ- 
fivle the Dr. may {tumble and miſs his way, that becauſe God 
brought 1ſracl by a ſolemn agreement or Covenant to ſubmit to 
his will, and calls elſewhere, tte ten Commands, the firit Coyc- 
nant,and the 01d Covenant, he therefore concludes that God made 
a Covenant of works with them, 1npoling thoſe hard terms he 
ſpeaks of upon them; the man that doth theſe things ſhall live 
in them, and curled is he that continues cut .in all things Written 
in the Law to dye them; elſe 1 carinot fee how he comes to run 
into all thoſe extravagancies with which kis book abounds; but 
although that great myſtery may require a: vollume by it felt 
(which | am not without thoughts ot ) yet thus much | ſhall ſay 
here, that no ſuch Covenant was intended by the Lord to yoke 
that his dear people appezrs plain enough, Rom. 10. 5» in theſe 
worgs 


C 


uo non 


(19) 
words Moſes deſcribeth the righteouſneſs which is of the. Law; 
that the man that doth thoſe things ſhall live in them, 

From which place it is evident, chat God expefted no ſuch le- 
gall obcdience hen them, for Moſes is but here ſaid to deſcribe 
the Laws righteouſneſs, and to let the Jews know, or any that 
were polluted with their principles, that if they would have 
Righteouſneſs by the Law, they muſt have it upon thoſe impolli- 
bie terms, asalſo to let chem know upon what terms the world 
itood ; in the day of innocency, the chief delign being to put 
men upon ſeeking righteouſnels by Chriſt, as appears by the 
words before, and that Evargclical obedience only was the 
uermolt God expeRed at their hands, ſee the words following : 
but the righteouſneſs of Faith ſpeaketh on this wiſe, the word is 
nigh thee in thy mouth, and in thy heart, I need nut repeat all 
the words, but every man that hath any reaſonable underſtand- 
ing, may ſee that God required no ocher obedience from them, but 
the ob<dience of faith , to the which they were graciouſly in- 
abled by the mediation of Chritt, that (hall but compare, Rom. 
109. Dent, 30. now for the Scripture calling. this Law the old 
Covenant, it is unreaſonable to ſuppoſe it ſo, trom its being de- 
clared 3t S:nas, but from ics being given to Adam in innocency; 
for this ſee-cthe Synods large Catecluſme, where it is pfoved wich 
ge*eat authority. 

One thing more from this part of the Book I ſhall note, and 
that is, the Doors great miſtake of Pauls ſenſe of Gal. 4. 24. 
his ſenſe is that of Gods Law by his delign, or the -Laws tend- 
ancy, genders tos bondaye ; whereas it is evident from the ſcope 
of the place, that it is the truſting to the works of the Law for 
righteouſneſs that genders to bondage, through mens errour and 
corruption, perverting the mind and councel of God in truſting 
to the Law, for that help which it could not relieve them with- 
all; and ſo [| ſhall come to conlider how well the Dr. performeth 
his promiſes in the begianing ot his Book, pag. 24. he ſaith [thay 
the dzy of Sabbath is now inſtituted under thg New Teſtament} 
an inſtitution all men know is an appointment from God, or ſome 
one or other by his authority. This it the Dr. perform, I will 
promile conformity if the Lord will, for he is (o fair as to pro- 
miſe to procecd in his proot ,by cxprels teſtimonies of Scripture, 
and without the light thereof, he ſaith, we had berter ſer (ill : al- 
ſa page 16. he would not have men think their opinions fifm 
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-und eſtabliſhed vpon the ſeeming countenance of two or three 
doobiful Texts, and therefore in the 18 page prefſeth the ex- 
erciſe and be{t improvement of the vſe of our Reaſons, to judge 
of the clearneſs of the proot by fcripture teſtimonys. Now here 
is as much ingenuity in theſe acknowledgments and promiſes, as 
can be delired, and if the performance be but according, there 
15 No reaſon bat to ſubſcribe. 

My intention is therefore in-the reading of theſe two !2!) exer- 
citations, to ſay little to: ſome diſcourſes that | megrt with, but 
carefully to mind what is brought of clear and ettordh teſtimony 
from Scripture for his firſt day ſabbath, knowing how i1ttle the 
Drs, own words have fignified in his tour firſt exercitations, al- 
though there be ten rimes more of them, then there be ot Gods 
words there, yet would I not wrong him for a world, for | tree- 
ly confeſs to his praiſe, that when his concern lay ro convince the 
men that are for no Sabbath, he proves the leverh day ſabbath 
ſubſtantially from the Scriptures that will bear it {o, that | nced 
not ſay any thing more then he hath ſaid for me, having no 0- 
ther bur our Scripture weapons to defend himſelt againft them; 
but when he takes vp arms againſt us, then we have words enough 
of his own,if that would (ſerve the turn; but if in the reading of 
theſe 255 pages, 1 had found but one line of Gods words that 
had proved the fir!t day the ſabbath, either a changed ſabbath 
from the ſeventh day, or a new inſtituted ſabbath (for there ts 
pre b:rween theſe two) it would have fatisficd me, 

at to find ſuch. a multitude of Notions without proof, when 
proof was ſo needful, and when every notion wherewith he 
would -perſwade his Reader to believe rhe firſt day 1s of divine 
inſtitution,necded proof as much as that for hich it was brought. 
I then thought it high crime to rake a more exaet view of his 
\ book, and to open the treaſures of itunto the world. And now: 
eo his fifth exercication,the which I find for the molt part of it 
» fifke& with new Tnventions, | ſhall begin with the 362, 363, 
364. pages, 25 the ropof the leat direfts me, where | thnd him 
telling it with as much confidence as if jt were fo indeed [that 
his Lords day hath an inſtitucion in the New Teſtament, and thar 
on this day of his Refurre(tion he began and finithed the new 
Creation of Heaven and Earth, and that then all the Starrs ſang 


together, and 'all the Sons of God ſhouted for joy] — | 
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ſtrange ſtories will never be proved if he ſhould write as many 
Books to doe it, as a Porter can cafry-. But the fourth is worſe 
then his fellows, for he afhirmeth : (it that be but a ſufficient 
proof) that with the inſtitution of his new Sabbath came in a 
new law, and the new covenant of grace, the very naming of theſe 
things is enough to reprove them z what is become of the na- 
tural Moral Law now ? that is perpetual indiſpenſible, and uni- 
verſal, but this is the fruit of writing great books about matters 
wnwritten ; | mean in holy Seripture, they uſe to forget at one 
end of the book, what they wrote at the other, but he might have 
done well to have told us what Law this is, and where it may 
be found, for I remember no text in the Scripture looking that 
way, except he ſhould put it upon that text, Heb. 7. 12. which 
ſpeaks of the difference between e Melchiſedeck's Prieſthood and 
Levie's, which would be impertinent ro this bulineſs, but then 
he ſaith, came in the Tovenant of Grace, and Law of Faith, for- 
getting what is written in Heb. 11. chap. and Rom. 4. chap. and 
Gal. 3. chap. with much more it needs were, but a wotul thing 
it is to hear ſuch DoArine from a DoRor of Divinity, for no- 
thing is more certain then this, that there is no ſalvation by the 
Covenant of works, except we can be ſaved without juſtification, 
ſce Rom, 3. 20, but | forbear naming Texts, becauſe it is the te- 
nour of the Goſpel ; and therefore if the new Covenant of 
Grace -entred not till the ReſurreRion of Chriſt, Adam and 
his whole poſterity that dyed before his ReſurreRion are eternal- 
ly periſhed without any remedy. 

Theſe Shipwracking DoArines this man hath run into, to 
father that humane invention of his firſt days Sabbath upon Je- 
fus Chriſt. For, right or wrong, upon him he Fathers ir, as a 
proper Goſpel new Covenant Sabbath, which he ſaith, [ the 
Church could not paſs one week without] pag, 365. but | bave 
two conſiderations to lay before him, beforewe can agree. The firſt 
is, how he can prove it is poſſible that the Initicution of this 
Coſpe) Sabbath muſt be betore the week was paſled, unleſs it 
had been Inſticuted vpon the firſt firlt day of the week that Chriſt 
was riſen, but on that firſt day it is certain it was not kept as a 
Sabbath, nor as a holy day ; for alchough the Door hath the 
confidence to draw ſo large a confuſion from the 20. chap. of 
Fohbn. Yet manifeſt it is that the day there mentioned, was the 
game day, Luke in his 24- chap. gives an account ef the two dif- 
y D ciples, 
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ciples travelling to Emaos, and Chriſt with them, and came back 
that evening, which going and coming was fifteen miles, and 
came to an aſſembly of his Diſciples met in the night following 
that firſt day, which the Dor pretends was inſtituted a Goſpel 
Sabbath, one of his vain inventions ; for it is evident that the 
two diſciples did not believe he was riſen till the firſt day ſup- 
per time ; nor the aflembly of his Diſciples till the night follow- 
ing that firit day ; nor is there one word recorded outot Chriſts 
mouth about keeping it then, nor at any other time, nor covid 
the next fr{t day be the in{ticuted ſabbath, for although the Dr. 
rakes the liberty © ſay our Saviour left Thomas under his doubts 
till che next firſt day, that in the preſence of his Diſciples he 
might convince him; Yet with his leave the Text faith, after 
eight days, John: 20. 26. and this firſt appearance was upon the 
ſecond day ot the week, therefore he is an ill reckoner - of the 
times 4t he bring it back to the ſecond firſt day after his Reſur- 
reRion : but.this is a ſmall tault with him, ſo that the time he 
faith, it was inſtituted, is maniteltly a miſtake. 

Bat the ſecond conlideration | thall lay before him is this, to 
delire him to help us in this great matter,” Firſt, how we ſhall 
come to underſtand three ſeveral Sabbaths, of a quite differing 
nature, commanded in the tourth Commandment, one a ſeventh 
day ſabbath, naturally, moral, perpetual, indiſpenlible, univer- 
ſal, the Law of our creation commanded in the day of innocen- 
cy, When it could have no eye tothe mediation of Jeſus Chriſt. 
Another the ſeventh day preciſely, commenſurate to the Church- 
State of the Jews, and to begin and end with it. A third com- 
menſurate to the Covenant of grace, and of a quite ditfcring na- 
ture from both the other, which was not to take place in the 
world, nor to be obſerved till the Reſurretion of Chriſt. Theſe 
are of great concernment to be cleared, which this book hath 
not done, although it hath aſſerted them; for they are a piece 
of a very new and deep Divinity, cr elſe a very deep pit to 
ſnare poor ignorant ſuuls, but betides, how this Goſpel- Sab- 
barh he talks of, if there were ſuch an one,thould come to eat up. 
that paradice inſtitution of the (ſeventh day ſabbath ſanRitied, 
then when all things were very good, and could not poſſibly be] 
appointed with reſpe& to the Goſpel diſpenſation, or any end 
the Dr. aſſigns it to, is meet ty be further exxmined and cicared ; 
for doubtleſs it is a miracle altogether as great, as it is for - 
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Prieſt to make a new Chriſt of a piece of bread, but let us now 
come 10 conlider of that Text where he layeth the fireſs of - his 
initicution of the firſt day ſabbath, Heb. 4. 10. for he that is 
entred into his relt, hath ceaſed from his own works, as God 
did-from his. Betore Icome to examine the Text, 1 muſt pur 
himin mind of his own good rules, 16, 17, 18. pag, to which 
good Laws it he had bound himſelf, as well as his Antagoniſt, 
he would not have alleadged this Text to prove the firſt days in- 
ſtitution. Fur firſt, this Text is too doubtiul for x concluſion of 
ſo great importance. Secondly, there is in it no expreſsneſs of 
Teitimony, and ſo by his own Law he had better have ſate til, 
Thirdly, no mans reaſon but the Drs, own, can underſtand this 
Text as the Dr. doth, tor khimfelt confeſſcth in the ſame place, 
page 377. that generally Expolitors be of another mind. And now 
to the Textit ſelf ; for him to take upon him to expound the 
word he in the text to be meant of Ehrilt, when the verſe before 
expreſly namech the people of God, and the verſe following doth 
the like, but no mention there of Chriſt. Secondly, nothing 
can be more evident then this, that the Chapter treateth of tha 
Glorious reſt prepared for the people of God, in another world, 
which the Unvelicver will tall ſort of. But not a ſingle word 
about the firſt day of the week ; it is not ſo much as named 
there, nor is there any mention of any Inſtitution of a Goſpel 
Sabbath, more nor leſs ; nor is there any ground for him to 
ſuppoſe that any ſuch Goſpel Sabbath is needfu), for the world 
had Rood by vertue of the Covenant of Grace, almoſt 4v05.. 
years before the ReſurrsRion ot Chriſt, and had as true a ſhare 
in his Blood and Goſpel promiſes, as thoſe have that came aſter 
him, and that live in the world at this day, and no ſuch new 
Covenant Sabbath was neceflary then, nor can | ſee any reaſon 
wherefore it ſhould be thought ſo now by any, but only men of 
new inventions, and that their {tate was a Goſpel diſpenſation 
betore Chrills coming, as well as fince. Take one Text inſtead 
of many,in this fourth uf the Heb, 2 ver, For unto us was the Goſ- 
pel preached, 2s well 2x unto them ; words plain enovgh to prove 
that a Goipel difpenſazion as well as this, but becauſe it is to 
the beſt of my knowledge, no learned mans judgment to differ 
from me in this matter but Mr, Owen, : I ſhall (ay no more to 
it, but give him one reaſon more, wherefore his new Sabbath is 
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ed, but when God gave the Law of the Sabbath, it was holy, 
juſt, and good, nor can there be any colour, reaſon, for its de- 
generating of it ſelf z but it muſt be as go0d a Law now, as when 
it was firlt made, unleſs the lin of man have made an alteration, 
Now can it ſuit with Scripture, or any wiſe and good mens rea- 
ſon to believe, that becauſe wicked men make void Gods Law, 
that therefore God joyneth with them, and'maketh void his own - 
Law: but if any ſhould objeR, that the works ot Redemprion 
hath made 3 nullity of ir; | anſwer, that is as abſurd as the 0- 
ther. For what ſenſe or p \ſ[ibilicy is here in this, thuc Chriſt 
fhould come to redeem us frym the curſe of the Law, as the 
Scripture ſaith he did, Gal. 3. 13. and trom the obedience of it, 
alſo theſe two ends are abſolutely irreconcilcable, but if the D-. 
ſhould come is, as 2 man alone, and ſay, that the Law that iu- 
joined the keeping of: the Sabbath from. the beginning, injoines 
the keeping of the fir{t day ſabbach(as in ſome places of his book 
ſeems plainly to be his ſenſe) yet this cannot help him, but ra- 
ther ſhews him ro be a man that needs no man to contradit him, 
but he can doe it faſt enough himſelf ; for manifeſt it 'is, that 
it cahnot agree With what he here ſaith, and in the ſcope of this 
fifth exercitation is often aſſerted, Namely, that his firſt day 
ſabbath comes in with the Covenant of grace at the ReſurreAion 
of Ehriit; and was appointed for the honour of beginning and 
compleating the new Heavens and new Earth by Chriit, with 
many like expreſſions, quite contrary to what himſelf aflerced in 
rhe tormer part of his bvok, concerning the morality of the Sah. 
bath, as you have read a little before, which, without all con- 
troverlie was, as hath been ſaid often, of the ſame birth and dig- 
nity With the reſt of the D.calogue, and ſo cannot be of the 
nature of the goſpel, but it matit have been the duty of the 
world,lit we hYd kept our innocency, and therefore co think 
that this Law of the Sabbath, and his goſpel Sabbath (if ſuch an 
one there were) both {tand by one and the ſame command in the 
Decalopue, is below a rational man to believe, Now for his 
other Text, es 20, 1 Cor. 16. they have been diicharged of 
the ſervice the Dr. would put them ro, by my ſelf, and many 
other, long ſince in my Quzries to the Miniſters” of London, 
and in the appeal to theParhamentzto which] ſhall add thus much, 
that all that he can urg£ from theſe Texts, is nv ground of a ſab- 
buch, for it they were, the Thurſasy will bear away the Bell 
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from the Sunday z for on that day at night was the inſtitution of 
the Lords Supper, aud on that day he aſcended to his reſt in glo- 
ry (this is beyond a diſpute) but did not reſt on the day he roſe, 
as hath been proved ; norcan the Dr. prove the firſt day is na- 
med, in thoſe Texts,the word beirg one of the Sabbaths, let him 
a«k his Greek Teſtament if | iye, and for Rev. 1. 10, 1 onely 
ſay, if the Scripture had in any place called the firit day of the 
week, the Lords day, then that Text muſt have h2d ſome conli- 
deration. But for him to interpret that Text to be meant of the 
hrſt day of the week, is to beg the queſtion ; in this part of 
his book | find him inlinuating this leaven into his Readers ear 
in many paſſages, that the Apoſtles and Apoſtolical Churches 
owned and kept the firſt day ot the week as a Sabbath, inſtead of 
the ſeventh day ; to which | anſwer, that for thoſe read in anti- 
quity, he cannot deceive them, but the moſt that may ſee his 
book, | fear may be roo apt to pin their ears to his lips, for whoſe 
ſakes | would have him remember what is written, Dent. 27.18. 
Curſed be he that makgth the blind to wander out of the way, and 
there will come a day when all the people ſhall lay Amen. For 
the truth of this manifeſtly appears in the ſecond Book of Dr. 
Heylins Hiſtory, to which | ſhall add the teſtimony of that learn- 
ed Scribe, Dr. Prideaux, in his byok of the Sabbath z who affir- 
meth, that the firſt day of the week in thoſe pure!t times, was ne- 
ver kept as a Sabbath, bur the ſeventh day was kept by them 
without noiſe or ſcruplez and that all antiquity is ſo maniteſt for 
this, that places need not to be named, with more to the ſame 
purpoſe. Alſo in the ſame book he d:iMwadeth trom pre[ling any 
Texts of holy Scripture to prove the firlt day kept by divine au- 
thority, ſaying plainly, that if we meet with an Antagoniſt 
that will not be eafily bafA:d, there is nothing in the Scripture 
that will bear itz but indeedit js vain for us to expe that Dr. 
Owen ſhould deal faithfully with antiquity, when he dealeth ſo 
unfairhfully with the Law of Ged, as in page 399. he athrmeth, 
that [the ſeventh day ſabbath is not dire y nor abſolutely re- 
quired in the Decalogue] and inſtead of offcring any proof trom 
Scripture, to ſhew that he might be allowed by the ſenſe of ſome 
other Text todeal ſo with the fourth Commandment, he goes 
on with one quibble upon another, till he would needs put this 
abſurdity upon his Antagoniſt, that in caſe they will not al- 
low more ſabbaths in the command then the ſeventh 1ay. that 
then we mult read ir, the ſeventh Cay is the ſeventh day ; jult 25 
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if we muſt be as abſurd as bimlelf ; for what need we read the 
ſeventh day ihe ſeventh day, ſo long as God hath warranted and 
commanded us to read the fevenih day the ſabbath of 
Jehovah thy God 3 but now let us look into the root of this 
cunning fetch, wherher he hath a real advaniage given unto him, 
or makes bold to take one without Icave , thus to quibble with 
God and Man, and you ſhall prelently fee how he fuck's it out 
of his own fingers by his [is, and his [a] is often repeated a 
ſeventh day and a (cventh day, 1s another ot his own inventions, 
for there is no ſuch a ſeventh day in Gods word, and therefore 
ſo oft 3s he haih uſed it he hath prophaned Gods word, and (0 
his holy name and will, fil anſwer it one day unleſs he repent. 
So likewiſe for his 4s, 1t is the ſame, a meer humane invention, 
there is no ſuch #5 in the Commandment, as the ſeventh day-is the 
ſabbath, let him leave that out, and read the commandment as it 
ought to be read,the ſeventh day, the Sabbath of the Lord thy 
God, giving the ſame day both the names, ſeventh and ſabbath, 
25 God himielt doth, and then let him ſee how many ſabbaths 
he can find in the fourth Commandment, more then the preciſe 
ſeventh day ſabbath : if he were an 1gnorant man he were the 
leſs to be blamed fof his miſtakes; but he may know, A and is 
which he hath built his Judaical and new Covenant ; ſabbaths 
upon, are not in the fourth Commandment, and this is the com- 
"nendation of learned eAinſworth, although he were tor the 
(r(t day ſabbath, as many other good men were, yet this 1s his 
konour, that he to favour his private opinion never fallified the 
{acred text, bart tranilates- it faithfully, and where he puts in 
(uppiiments, he ſo pucs them in, that all men may ſee what is in 
Lie Hebrew Texte, 2nd what nor. | (hall write what he tranſlates, 
3s Gads own words; Remember thou the Sabbath day to ſan- 
A ic ir, lix Cays ſhairthou labour, and thalt do all thy work, 
but the ſeventh days ſabb:1ih ro Fehovan thy God, thou thalt nor 
de any work. So that let the DyQtir read no more then the 
fxcred Text hath in it, ard he vill never tind more then one ſe- 
v:n:h days ſabbath, but in his.407 page, he would tright us from 
$ 1bhath keeping, by threatning an Impoſſibility of Communi- 
01 with ther that keep the firſt day, but he may be miſtaken, 
for it may be ſome of thoſe men that keep the arſifay' may not 
be ſo thie of Communion with us as the Dr. is bur it they all 
{ould be of his mind, if they be men of no more $kill in preach- 
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ing the Goſpel, then he hath in handling the Law, the loſs will 
nvr be great z but in the next page he ſeemeth to diſcourage 
ſabbath keeping, from what the ſabbath keepers hold touching 
the penalty for breach of it , but all I ſhall fay to this marrer, is, 
that he that would know our ſenſe herein truly, may ſee belt in 
our own words,my anſiver to Mr. Gra»tham, will not only (peak 
tor my (elf, but allo for the generality of Sabbath keepers in the 
l2nd,to the belt of my Knowledge, which if the Dr, had read bc- 
tore he had printed his book, he would hardly have tound any 
argument thence to diſcourage Sabbath- keeping, bur it were well 
it the Dr, had told us wheretore he calls that pena!! Law the 
curſe of the Law, I would hope he ſhould have more judgement 
then to think that bodily puniſhaenc in this world is all the curſe 
that the tranſgrefivurs of Gods moral Law are like to meet 
with, or that Chriſt came into the world to del{troy civil Go- 
vernment, and to ſet free from puniſhment evil doers,or to trans- 
x.-m Gods Law into the Dr, knows not what, For, if he have 
any good meaning, it is hardto underſtand it, for in the whole 
diicourſe following, he talks at ſuch a {trange rate, as it ſab- 
bath keeping neceffarily brought men under a yoak of bondage, 
uling many hard ſpeeches, either againit us, or againlt Gods 
Law ; but plainly upon ſabbath Keeping his charge*is ,- which 
in reaſon muſt refle& upon the ſervice and work done, and on 
men only as the doers of it. For he faith, it is a yoak of bon- 
dage to the perſons and ſpirits of men, and pretends ir unbear- 
able and againſt the mind of Ehiſt,40g. page. But by the way 
there ſhould have been ſome clear proot ot cheie high charpes ; 
but this is like ro tarry till the Dr. writes another book to prove 
thoſe many affertions in this that paſs without proof hitherto, 
And now 1 ſhall ta theſe charges ſay, Firſt, this cannot be char- 
ped on us, our well known principles and doArine be as purely 
Evangelicall as the DuRors, for his lite, looking for righteouſ- 
neſs by the worss of the Law, no mare then he doih, nor can 
ſee no manner of reaſon, wherefore we ſhould be in any more 
darger of that inare in keeping the Sabbath, then he is in keep- 
ing the firlt day ; but the charge-muſt lye againſt the Sabbath ir 
ſelf. Therefore we mult ſearch our the reaſon : and in the next 
page the Dr. he gives us ſuch as he hath, he would make us believe 
It 1s 4t open contradiction With the ſpits rule, and word of the 
Goſpel, and co:.**ary 50 the liberty whercwith Chriſt hath made 
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us free, Toall this I ſay, That if this be the nature of the [ah 
bath to work us ſuch ruine, how cruelly did God deal with his 
people Iſrael, ro command them a ſervice, which fer them ar 
odds, both with ſpirit, goſpel, Chriſt and all, for we have our 
liberty in him by vertue of his death. But certain it 1s, Nehem, 
9. 13, 14, was not of the Doors mind; for had he took it 10 
be ſo de{truftive to mans happineſs, he would never have num- 
bered it among Gods great mercies to come down upon mount 
Sina, to make known to them his holy Sabbath, And the Dr, 
confeſleth it was the preciſe ſeventh day ſabbath that God fit- 
ted to that Church State, and he fitted them With a witneſs, 
if the Drs. DoQtine be true, to ſet them at open contradiftion 
With all their great and eternal happineſs. 

But ſecondly, it is ſomething ſtrange methinks, that Sabbath 
keeping ſhould be ſo dangerous, ſeeing it is of the ſame birth,and 
hath the ſame priviledges with its fellows in the Decalogue- 
Certainly,if the ten be of one birth and breed, and one of them 
of ſo ill a nature, the Dr. had need to conlider whether he hath 
not opened a gapto Rantiſm wider then he will ſtop in haſte. 

But thirdly, if ſabbath keeping have no conliſtence with Chriſt, 
his ſpirit, and Goſpel z He that believeth this can never believe 
that any happineſs by Chriſt was intended for them that were 
injoyned to keep ir; a DoQrine as black as hell , let him turn 
it. which way he will, for it he ſay they are periſhed, the black- 
neſs of that may be ſeen without SpeQacles z it he ſay they might 
be ſaved without him, that is as bad, if not worſe, as will ap- 
pear (if he ſhould ſay 11) if he ſhould ſay they might be ſaved by 
Chriſt, but we catinot, How plainly doth this condemn the 
delign of his whole book, for hath it not been his main work 
hitherto to perſwade us the Jews were under a Covenant of 
works, and had a ſabbath ſuted to that diſpenſation, And the new 
Covenant came in at the ReſurreRion of, Chriſt, with a Goſpel 
Sabbath ſuted co this diſpenſation. But it he confeſs they might 
be ſaved by Chriſt, then it will roundly follow that he had as 
irve a ſhare in Chriſts blood as we, and ſo were as truly un- 
der the Tovenant of grace, for otherways they could not be (a- 
ved by him, and if fo, ic .cannot be denyed but their ſtate was 
a Goſpel Diſpenſation ; and if ſo, then the preciſe ſeventh day 
ſabbath ſuted the Goſpel diſpenſation very well : and then what 
is the Drs. book good for ! 
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Now let us ſee how he winds up this diſcourſe in the 411 pag} 
there he aſſerteth the ſeventh day ſabbath, (for of that he treat- 
eth) is a meer precept of the old Law as ſuch ; and what the Law 
(peaks, it ſpeaks tv them that are under the Law. To which | ſay, 


<. 1 freely confels it is a precept of the old Law, what will he have 


Out ot this, if he ſpeak this to perſwade us that becauſe it is ſo,'t is 
truth, and muſt be walked in, as 2 Fobn 6. It were like a Mini- 
{ter of the Goſpel ; but his ſcope ſheweth he hath a quite con- 
trary end, viz. to dilparage Gods Law, becauſe it is antient, Nei- 
ther is there any doubc but the Law ſpeaks to thoſe that are 
under itz but wherefore doth he urge it ſo perverſly ? It is evi- 
dent the Apoſtle, Rom. 3. 19. urgeth it ro prove, that it is all the 
Worlds duty to-Qwn its authority and power, to command obe- 
dience at their hands, and to humble them,and ſtop their mouths 
before God, becauſe theyave no better obeyed it ; but this Dr. 
hath a quite contrary deſign, he-aims to get from under its do- 
minion, and becauſe it is ſevere over the foul and conſcience of 
thoſe that are under it, therefore he talxs of extricating himſeit 
andthoſe he can perſwade to follow him from under i:s power and 
authority. A braive bait for the fleth I confeſs, it ir were but as 
ſafe a way to the Crown, there were no courſe like ir, but leaſt 


-any ſhould think I wrong him, take him in his own words, | in 


all ics precepts, it exerciſeth a ſevere dominion over the fouls 
and conſciences of . them that are under ir, and we have no way 
to extricate our ſelyes from under that dominion, but by our be- 
ing dead unts its power and authority as ſuch, through the death 
of Chritt] Now let usexamine the drift ot this diſcourſe, and 
firſt ro the firlt words of it « In all its precepts it exerciſeth a lſe- 
vere dominion; here we are to note his quarrell in the farſt place 
is with the ſabbath, but it ſeems not with that only, but with 
all the precepts of the Decalogue, and wherefore could he not 
have told us ſo at firſt, but to lead us along with ſtrange ſtories, 
firlt, of a Moral Sabbath, then of a Judaical Sabbath, then laſt- 
ly of a Goſpel Sabbath, never heard on in the world betore ; 
with this riddle,that the fourch command is the root of them all, 
alchough the lalt be of a Goſpel nature, pertaining io the Co- 
venant of grace ; and when all comes to all, the bulineſs is this, 
that all the precepts of the morall Law are roo {treight a yoak tor 
the Drs. neck z gnd let us conſider his reaſon for it,and that is ex- 
prelt in theſe words. Over the _ and conſciences of thoſe that 
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are under it, Mark this reaſon well : men that ſometimes ſteer 
the courle ot error with a high hand, yetthe truth will drop ovt 
of rheir mouths ſometimes againſt their wills, for by the rule of 
his own reaſon, here ſome are under it, and that it hath ſo ju{ 
an authority over them, that it binds their ſouls and conſciences 
unto obedience, for nothing can bind the conſcience but juſt au- 
thority ; now if juſt power bind the conſciences of ſome, | can- 
not ſee how any can be juſtly dilcharged of the ſame obedienee, 
But then the Dr. tells ns, we k2ve nv way to Cc:iver our ſelves 
from under that dominion, but hy being dead unto its power by 
Chriſts death. Well ler this bz conſidered alſo, and by the way, 
it would be known whether there be any difference between extri- 
cating theLaw it ſelf,or our ſelves, from under irs authority but let 
us corifider farther how we do or can become dead to the laws. au- 
thority by the death of Chriit,for as h@harh expreſt himſelf,l am a 
ſtranger ro the matter ,and ro the-beit of my knowledge the Scrip. 
ture is ſo allo; 1 very well remember the Apoltle, Rom. 7.4. tells 
us, we are become dead to the Law by the body of Chriit, which, 
if he expound, it is meant of his death, 1 will allow it him, bur 
he muſt, remember that this dearh to the Law is in ofder to fruit- 
bearing unco Gud, and not to its jult power and authority in 
commanding obedte!:ce at our hands ;3 Chrilt never dyed for a- 
ny ſech unworthy end, therefore let 4m not flander Chriſt 
whatever he caſts upon the Sabbach-Kkeepers z but this | ſhall ſay 
for my brethren as we!l as for my felt, weare ail of us of the 
Apoſtles mind, quite dead to the Lavy, nor (raving the leaſt hope 
vor expeRation to bring forth any acceptable fruic unto Ged by 
verrne of it, we look not at all toreceive grace or ſtrength from 
the Law, to ſanAifie us, no mote then to juttife v*, Bur what 
= then ? becauſe it will not ſerve our turns inſtead of a Saviour ; 
Muſt it be turned out of all office,and be degraded of its domini- 
on, power, and authority ? So that it ſhall nor bind our conlſci- 
ences to obey it ? We have better learned Chriit then fo, rg 
make him the miniſter of fin. This doQrine of being dead40 the 
authority of the Law, would pleaſe the eAntimomians. (the Fa- 
thers) very well, andthe Ranters (their children) as wel}, bur 
the Sabbath- keepers like it not : But then the Drs. heart miſgi- 
ving him, as | am apt to think, in this raſh undertaking,to diſcharge 
delievers of their :bedience to Gods Law, upon the account of 
Ehriſts, death ; ſeems in his next words rather to put it upon l 
the (core of his aQual obedience in theſe words [or by faith 
an 


- B— _  —— ——— 


# 


(31). mn 
in the benefits,that through his fulfilling and ſarisfying the Law, 
doe redound unto the Church] Toall which, I ſay, | have heard 
the ataal obedience of Chriſt abuſed enough before now, but [ 
never heard any man ſay before, that Chrilts obedierce to Gods 
law fhould diſcharge che Church from her obedience thereunte. 
But the Lord deliver me from beirga member of that Church, 
that makes no conſcierce of Keeping the ten commanements. 
But a paſſage cr two more I ſhall note. Among other unlaycury 
ſentences this is one [dce men appeal to the Law, to the Law 
they muſc g9o] juſt as if there were no pelibility of yielding any 
Evangelicall obedience to the Law, but that it muſt be kept for 
ro obtain righteouſneſs or juſtifications or nor keep it 21 all; but 
he proceeds. | [ts a meer legall duty, properly fo cailee, and in 2 
bondage frame of ſpirit without any eſpeciall sf([i{tarce of grace 
it muſt be performed ] who would think that ſuch words came 
from a Dr. of Divinity,how much leſs from him who hath affer- 
ted in the beginning of his book,the natural, morality, indiſper- 
libleneſs, and univerſality of obedience duc to this very Lavw, 
that he now thus brandeth with the CharaQters of legal and bon- 
dage, and threatneth men that they ſhall have nv eſpecial af- 
liftance of grace to perform it. But that which is worlt of all is, 
that he Fathers this DoArine-upon ſome author or other, under 
the name of our Apoſtle (which men that read not, nor heed not 
the Scriptures,may think he means ſome Apoltle of Jeſus Ch:iſt, 
bt ſuch Dottrine as this | am well ſatisfhed never came from any 
Apoltle, except from ſome one or other ſent forth from the 
City of Acheiime, The laſt exercitation of his book) if it con: 
cern'd the Sabbath, or that it were direQions for the right obſer- 
vation of it, 1 could not well agree with the Dr. in all things : 
bur ſeeing it is a day of humane inſtitution, humane direRions. 
ahour the manner of its obſeryation, may well ſerve the turn, 
And ſo much for this controverſie at this time, the third moneth 
calicd ay 24. 1671. | MIN 
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A POSTSCRIPT. 


By way of an Appendix, in a Brief anſwer to 4 late 
Book written by Mr. Richard Baxter, upon the ſame 
Swbjett. | 


T See Tam called in this evil day to a difficult work (namely, 
the defence of Gods holy Law of the ten Precepts, Exod. 20.) 
which is not ſo in it ſelf, nonor yet is it difficult for want of a 
cloud of witneſles'that have gone betore, giving great light to 
the perpetual continuance of this Law, as a rule ot life ro all 
men; but it is only made difhcult through the manifold and 
miſchievous inventions of men, that would break this Golden 
Chain, torob it of that ſacred day which God himſelt hath 4an- 
Qifed, and moſt ſolemnly commanded for his Worſhip, cvery 
on? bringing forth of his bad treaſure new inventions againſt ir, 
anJ all worle and worſe : and among the many oppolites it 
hath had of Jate, | have yet ſeen none that have matched Mr. 
Baxters , (ſhooting ſuch bolts 25 | never expcR:d would flie out 
of any Proteſtants 8»w - Now indeed I du not judge it worth 
my precious time, to trace this man by a particular anſwer to all 
the parts of his book, but the moit | intend 1s to deal with him 
where his ſtrength lies; in his ſeventh ch+p. yer 1 mult give the 
Reader to take notice of Mr. Baxters Wiles, the bulineſs 
he hath ro do is to prove the ceſſation of the ſeventh day ſabbath, 
as appears pag. 1. a work impullivle for him to do, either by 
Scripture, or antiquity, if antiquuy were as conliderable as 
he would make it. Antiquity may paſs for a proof of what the 
Cuſtom of the Churches then was ;, but it is notorious Popery to 
wurge it as a proof of what ought to be, And yet Mr. Baxter con- 
fefſerh in his Preface, the {treſs of the matter lieth here: and per- 
ſwades his Reader, that the Chriſtian Churches meeting on the 
firſt day is a ſufficient proof, that Chriſt inſtituted ir inttead of 
the Sabbath, and then draws this bqld conclulton, that the cel- 
ſation of the (ſabbath is proved therebY; but neither of theſe is 
ſound DAtrine, the Churches mecting on the firſt day is a lilly 
proof for its inititution by Chriſt; tor if antient cuſtom will 
go lo fir, what branch of Popery muſt be rejeRed f RR 
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he could prove. by twenty Texts of Scripture the firſt days in{ti- 
tution, it will not follow that the Sabbath ſhould be ceaſed 
ever the more for that ;z the reaſon is, becauſe Mr. Baxter, and 
all that plead the fir!t days cauſe, do it for the honour of the Re- 
ſurreion, and compleating the work of Redemption, and ſuch 
like pretences, is all their ground for it. «Now this can go no 
further if they had ſome Scripture for its inſtitution, then to prove 
it an ordinance of the Goſpel, ſuch as bapuzme and the Lords 
Supper is, butno Law from the fourth commandment, for that 
was not crdained to fer forth Chriit crucified ;* but to comme- 
morate the creation of the world : But let us examine this mans 
proceedings, and this title he fixeth to his rit chap [the Divine 
appointment of the Lo:ds day proved as 2 feparated day for ho- 
ly worſhip, eſpecia'y in the Church afle nblies) where note, firlt 
tauugh the title proim(es a proot of the firit days being of Di- 
vine appointment, yet there is nut one Word or Text of Scrip- 
ture in all the chap.) ſo much as named for proof the:a»f, but this 
is delay ed,tili thef.cxt can be tound that afferteth ir, which is not 
liket9 be till wellave ſome new Scriptures written. Secondly, 
you may note the lameneſs of that exprefſion ['1 ſeparated day 
tor holy worſhip, eſpecially in the Church aflemblies] you may 
well ſee by this paſſage how trae the Teſtimonies are of Dr. Pre- 
deaux, Dr. Heylin, and Dr. Ironſide, who a!l agree, thar the fir! 
day called Sunday was never kept holy by the antient Churches, 
nor no reſtraint from labour nor recreation, but Church afſſem- 
blies only kept up, and to work again. See Dr. Heylins book of 
the Sabbath, &c,what I have noted out of it inmy anſwer to 
Dr. Owen, norcan | find that it was ever better kept in the pri- 
mitive time then Wedneſdays and Fridays, but all kept alike till 
of late years, and although neither of the three Drs, were ſab- 
bath- keepers, nor intended irthe lealt ſervice: yet ic is plain ro 
all unbyaſſed men that ſhall read their- books, that the primitive 
Churches kept the ſabbath for ſome hundreds of years;5ze more 
of this in my anſwer to Mr, Granthan alſo, forl am not willing 
to write over thoſe things again ; ſee alſo Dr. Prideaux teftimo- 
ny in the Rams horn ſounding how expreſs it is: and Mr. Baxter 
knowing the truth of theſe things duubtleſs to ſave his credit, ex- 
preflerh this ſo often eſpecially in Church Afemblies, that if any 
read in antiquity thould rebuke him for falle fiying antiquity? 
and tell him that fur ſome hundreds of years it was left as free 
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for field husbandry and all 1003 of 1abour as the other days of 
the week were, he might have this creeping hole to ſave himſelf, 
and (ay,be often exprelt it was kept holy inChurch aſſemblies,hur 
is it not 2 miſerable thing to conſider that a Preacher of the Goſpel 
ſhould carry it at ſuch 3 rate to deceive the jgnorant,to write ſo as 
at lealt tro make them think the firſt day was kept holy from the 
very days et the Apoltles, though himſelt knowsthe contrary ; 
And, 

For his ſecond Chapter, that Chriſt commilhoned his Apo- 
Atles,he might have ſaved chat labour, for that is no mans doubr, 
And tor his third, that he promiſed them his ſpirit, it is work 
as reedlets. And for his fourth, that he performed his promiſe, 
night have been ſpared as well as the reſt, here is clear proof for 
thac which negded no proof. But for the fifth chapter that Ehrit 
' did 2Qually ſeparate the firſt day for his worfhip, one text that 
had fiid (» had deen very needful; but this was not to be found 
jn the Scripture, tor if it had, it would have ſerved the turn, 
2:d it would have ſaved him the labour of writing all 
the reſt of his book ; and for thoſe [ exts alleadped by 
him, 1 Cor. 16. &28%s 20. Kev. 1. 17. | reter him to thole 
three Doors beture named, for it in his own judgment 
there h:d been any Text that wovld have ſerved his turn, he 
would never have <x1lted tradition 25 he hath done, nor put ſuch 
a whip into the p:pilts tards ro Jaſh his own back. pag. 52,52, 
54. But it 1s worth no#n7, 9.:t where be hath to do with Dr, Hey - 
li”, wha would neither b.ave the Sabbath, nor the firſt day kept holy, 
there he 11 neceſſuted to prove the perpetual obſervation of a weekly 
dry for Gods worſhip, from Gen 2 Exod. 20. \Wh ch all men know 
hath not the lea!t i1:w for whe fiſt day, but for the ſeventh day 
cnly : but tz note 2 paſſage or t1yo more ere | leave this chap. a- 
bout the 57, 58,59.69.pages, he wou!d hear his Reader in hand 
with as much confidence aw it it were trve nideed, that the firſt 
day was owned as an Apoſtolical appointment uruverſally in- 
lead of the ſabbath, and that there were nv diſſenters ; but eicher 
he is not fo skilful in the knowledge of aniiquicy as he makes him- 
ſelf, or elſe he 5s with a bad cunſcience ; for if there were nt 
d:1:nters in this change, the Councel of Laodicea had never made 
 alaw to excommunic2te ſuch as would not work on the Sabbath 
day, 27d keep the firſt day ; ſee Mr. Braboxrn on the Sabbath, - 
P1in{t the ten Miniſters, pag. 452. and in the 63 page. Mr. Bax. 
ter 99314 make us bzlicve (it Gyd ia his mercy did not give us 
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more wifdom and grace) that no [{ingle verſe or Text of Scrip- 
ture hath anthoriry wichout Hiſtorical Tradition. ] But by the 
way,firlt no Jeſuire or Roman Prieſt conld have ſaid more, nor 
ca: there be a fairer foundation laid for Popery and raking away 
the Scriptures from the Laity. But ſecondly, tradition, which this 
mans Fabrick is built upon, agrees not with it ſelf; the fathers 
were of difterent minds, and ſpeak many things darkly, and 
were failable men as we are, and many of them ſuperſtitious e-» 
nough, and no wonder, for it came on apace in Pauls time, 
2 Theſ., 2-7. their teſtimony for what is done | do eſteem, but tg 
fay or think, that all they did was weil done, is wicked, and of 
no better uſc that ] know of, but ty make provilion for the Popes 
Kirchin. \ 
But thirdly, if what Mr. Baxter ſaith bz true, what is became 
of the many ten thouſands dead ani living that have believed the 
Scriptures to be a ſure guide todirc them to pieaſe God, bur 
never knew what was contained in Church Hiſtory, But it chis 
mn be nat facing toward Rome, yer he cannot well blame them 
that may have ſome fear of him;z tor in my j1dgement he gives 
ſome occaſion for ſuch 2.jealoufie, bat yer | have lv much charity 
for him as to think the neceſſity of a bad cauſe puts him upon this 
tempration, For leſs- it cannet be then a very fore temp:ation 
doubtleſs ro magnihe ſo high, ſome Articles of ta'th whatever he 
means by faith or articles, without the knowledge of the Scrip- 
rure, at'd makes the Scriptures doubtful without tradition, page 
65. 1 wonder what articles they are that are not grounded on the 
knowledge of the Scripture, or how the believing (uch Articlzs 
cn be counted faith, or if a man ſhould doubt of Scripture autho- 
rity, how human hiſtory can remove that doubt : but for the 
name he hath given the firſt day, trequently calling it the Lords 
day, 1 wonder where he found it ? for trom the firlt and beſt anti- 
quity he had it nor, as Dr. Heylin witnefleth, and trom Rev. 1.10. 
he hath it nor, for he can never prov: from Gods word, that the 
firſt day of the week is ſo named z nor is there any good reaſon 
to believe, thatin the beginning of the reformation the Godly 
here in England had any ſuch eſteem of it, for if they had Iam 
apt to believe we ſhould have found it in the Common-Prayer- 
book z but there they knew it by 3 more common narne, there it 
is numbred with the Church holy days in the: Rubrick by the 
aame of all the Sundays in the year, and that antiquity 
3s 
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as well as Scripture falls ſhort of anſwering Maſter Baxters 
deſires, take one note more from the teſtimony of De. Iron- 
ſide, who among other paſſages wherein he proverh the brit day 
was never kept by divine appotatment, In the 222, 223, pages 
of his book of the Sabbaths he ſaith thus, The whole Chriitsax 
Church in all ages have delivered this for an undonbred truth, and 
abhorred a Fewiſh reſting on the Lords day, and ever accurſed it 
where they found it , with more to the ſame purpoſe; but to 
pryve the firlt days inititution, Mr. baxtey takes pains to produce 
trom hiſtory thele inſtances ; namely, that we could not know 
whether baptiſm were 3dminiſtred in the form of words Chriſt 
commanded, nor with what confeſſion of faith members ſhould 
be received into Church: Fellowſhip, or whether the Lords 
Peayer were uſed in the words commanded, bur for Church 
Hiſtory : and then triumph in theſe werd; [ | think now | have 
tuily proved to ſuber c mliderate Chriſtians, that the Lords day 
w3S zppointed by the Apoſtles peculiarly for Church Worſhip.) 
Nw indeed it well becomes (. ber men to conlider the congruny 
ot this argument ; is it not a worthy proof that the Apoſtles 
appointed the Keeping of the fir't day holy, becauſe Ch ach hi- 
ttory retls us how they uſei! to bapiiz?, receive members, and 
pray, he that cannot fee {uſiiciency of proof in this, mult nor 
believe what Mr. Baxter [1ich [to the preamble of the {ixth chap. 
L ſay tht 1; Mr, Baxter had or could prove that the Apoſtles had 
appoiricd the hrit day to be kept holy, the {1hbath- keepers 
would n vr have d: ubted but the [pirit of Gad had guided them 
therein | tirs large pruut tor (hat 1s need:els, but one icxk to prove 
that ever the Apoliles did a7Poirit it, WOud have faved him that 
134v0ur and a great dea! mnt Cc. 

Bat nw 19 the ſcventh Chapter, Were the main work lies, his 
que'ion is, whether the (exenth day ſ[2>bath ſhould be kept ill 
Dy Chriſtians 45 Gti divine obligatiurn: ang tie aiiſwers negutively; 
but tu his negation 1 fay his very que!tion is a grait at unawares, 
that it ough: to be Kept by hicalcl),it he be a Chriſtian, for char 
which is one Chrilttzns duty is anothers alſo, but he conſents 
Chriſtians were tormetly to keep it by divine ob.igation, or elſe 
what means the word, ſhould be-{till kept by Chriſtians, if it 
had never been t9 be kept by them, he begins this chanter with 
three promiſes, the firſt 's this, 1's an errour he concludes, ſuper- 
ſci: icus, troubleſome, and of evil conſequence to keep both days, 


2gainic 


_— En 


IA I. —_— _—_— 


DS, Ea — —_— 


: (3 | 

apainſt this | have nothing to LV ſecond is this, that it is 
lets dangerous to keep both, then to keep none ; and to this I only 
ſay, bad is the belt ; his third is this, he thinks to keep the ſe- 
venth, and neglect the firſt day, is worſt of all ; his reaſon is, it 
is to lin ro rejett the right day, and to keep the wrong. To this 
I (ay, firſt, ro the frlt part of this ſurmiſe, it is not what Mr. 
Baxter thinks that is our rule to ſquare our converſations by, bur 
we know it is Gods holy Word and Law that muſt be our guide, 
and he ſaith, and we dare believe, lix days ſhalt thou labour and 
do all thy work,but the ſeventh day ſabbath to Fehovah thy God, 
thou thalt not doe"any work 2 to keep the ſeventh day God ſaith 
is our duty, Mr. Baxter ſaith it is a fin. Which muſt we believe? 
for both cannot ſpeak truth, and | am perſwaded God cannot lye, 
but he goes on to deny the ſeventh day ſabbath, and argaes it at 
ſuch a rate as makes my heart to tremble to read ir. | That &2y 
which we are not obliged to keep by the Law of nature, by the 
Law politive given to eAdam, the law given to Noah, the law of 
e Moſes, nor the law of Chriſt, that we are nt obliged ro, and 
that 15 the fevenih day ſabbath. Before | come to examine this 
provt, | wauld have the unſzvourineſs of his tearms noted, as 1. 
tne. of Noture z 2. the Law given to Adam, 3. the Liw gi- 


ve” 2 Voup , 4 ihe Law of Moſes ;5. the Law of Chriſt, What 

wid Mc. Sax: i; the ig1.can garher out of all theſe di- 
715 Of 13 HP OUG expiananiun ? 15 11 not. ealie to ga- 
ther tit there 15 i» of laws, chat in ſeveral ages have born 
ru v07'4* ar; that Which 1s the law to one age or fort of 
mes. i 51 2 144 to anuthery and can any man think thar leſs 
ahet: {11> [15 111 his Own conceit, and thete laws of a quite con- 
trar\ ie one to another ; rendring God as lilly and changea- 


ble, as (© weak ſhallow witred ſons of men. Nuw for thoſe two 
ſorts ©f laws he pretends were given to Adam, a L1vw Natural and 
2 Law Politive, if ke had explained himſelt to this eff:& ; thi 
when Adm had broxe the Moral Law, God in mercy to let him 
know hi: love in Chriſt, gave him the Shadow law by Poſitive 
command, this had been'to ſpeak like a man of anderſtanding ; 
but he ſpeaks of a Politive morai 1aw, ſuch as the ien commands, 
it is evident in the next page, where he conteſſeth the Teventh day 
to be Adams day ; and ſure he cannot have any place in his hexd 
ſo ſoft a3 to think the $: þHath was given as a ſhadow oi the body 
of Chriſt before the fall ; nor can ary man be ſo filly as to gr 

6-1 the 


3 

the Sabbathwas not ſarftified in inmocency that will confeſs it 
was given to Alem art all, ſeeing the creation of man” was the 
laſt work God did before he ſanQtified it ; and the Scriptures de- 
clare that all things were very good when he did it, Ger. 1. 31. 
Gen,2, 1,2,3. and wherefore he ſhould dream Noah had another 
Law given him, and not thar which was given to Aden no Text 
or reaſon is given, nor none to be found in the Scripture z nor will 
he be able to prove with ſeven years udy, thar Aefes and Chrilt 
had any 1ws of their own, or that there ever was or will be any{ 
more then one and the ſame law to all the world, if he ſpeak of 
moral laws to govern the converſations of men, in godlineſs an 
righteouſneſs, ſuch as the ten commandements be; but whar | 
might further ſay to this Scripture-defroying argument . will fall 
in, in the examination of his proof he brings for it. Now to the 
firſt, that the !aw of nature bindettynot co ir, this is his proof. 1. 
In the nature and reafon of the thing, nature will not evidence it 
to be Gods will; to ths 1 anſwer, how comes he to be wiſer 
then God ? Gone brings reaſon fromnarure, to reach and convince 
us of our duty to K*<p the ſeventh day ſabbath, Exod. 20, 9,10,1, 
he there ſets his oh cxample both in working and reſting be- 
fore us to follow,ard tell us what his work was 3 namely he made 
us and the world, and all things in it for our ſakes, and ſanified 
the ſabbath for us likewiſe z tor it was made by him for man or 
tor Adwn, 25 the word imports, e Hark 2. 27, now fironger 
natural rezſon,mnre copyincing and 0b] ging ro a duty | no where 
find ; | and theſe reaſons are the ſ3me to all men and times ſo long 
as the Sun an{ Mom endures. And if mans-own being, and the 
whole Fan nature be no natural reaſon to teach and per- 
{wade us to dur duty, with Mr. Zaxtey | (hall leave him as an 
unreaſonable man, Natures voice. cries loud enough for this 
commandeent, to all that have rezſon and will uſe it ; but he goes 
on and tells n5,no man finds himſelf convinc'd of this duty by mere 
nature, but to this | ſay nature preacheth this law, a duty as elear- 
ly as any law, except the firſt command; the book of nature, | 
mean his*glorious works of creation and 'prov:«ence do prove 
there is a God. beyond controule ; ſo likewiſe they do as truly 
declare that the ſeaſon he ſanified ro commemorate this work, is 
moſt meet for his ſolemn Worſhip of any day in the week ; but 
ſure he hath ſome other opinion of nature, I am apt to think elſe 


he would nev:r deny the Sabbath to be a natural myral law, y | 
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fear he thinks that the corrupt bm and blind mind of ſorry fal- 
len man, ſhould6qd out this dury without any other help, if ic 
were the will of Gd it ſhould be now kept, but if this be the 
thing he calls _ and reckons it a guide to find out Gods law; 
I do not wonder at his oppoſition to the Sabbaib, nur at any er- 
rour that he ſh1ll receive, be it never ſo groſs. What may not 
come in at this door, the duFtrine of the purity of nature without 
blemiſh ? for it un be polluted, it muſt be in the underſtarding as 
much as in any thing, but pulluted it canfot be, if it can find out 
itsduty in all natural mora:'s. For further, there is no reaion to 
believe it could ever ſee, and tiee-will is and muſt needs be be top 
bough ot this ttee ; but let i« be once admitted of, ard then both 
£uakers and Ranters will rej yee ver it, and | am apt to think it 
will be found to bear very haid upon (ome principles, that may 
deſerve rebuke from his brethren, but | am in tome things willing 
to forbear him, to ſee whether all his brethren have lv great a 
quarrel agzinit the Sabbath, ſo as to root it out, and Care not 
huw Relygion and the Scriptures iuffer thereby, But Idelire him 
and sll wntoconlider, wherher this plea for Sabbatk-breaking 
will not altogether ſerve to «xcuſe the Papsits in breaking the ſe- 
cond Commandement every whit as well. 

Now to the next head in his Argument, there he firſt denieth 
the politive Law given to Adem before or afier the tall, ur to 
Noah, bindeth us to this duty, his reaſon is, becauſe, ſaith he, 
we are under a more perfet Law z what he means by the Laws 
given to eAdam and Noah after the fall, I do nct know, nor is 
it material to this buſineſs ; but for the Law made ro Adam be- 
fore the fall, Mr. Baxter is the firſt man that | ever knew deny that 
£0 be all the worlds duty,theS ynod of Divines in the Book entitu- 
led, Articles of Religion, Printed 1648. have ſo fully proved the 
iruth of what he denies, that I need ſay no more, but that it is his 
grextſhame to gainſay ſo learned and godly an Aſſembly, with- 
out taking off the weight of their large proof, but he goes _ 
the known judgement of all godly Writers, Dr. Owen and all, 
and leavcs no bulineſs for Chriſt ro doin the world for that ſort of 
men at leaſt that are-net bound by that Law given in innocency ; 
bur his reaſon of this denial is as bad as the denial it ſelf, for he 
faith, we are under a more perfet Law, and that more imperfe 
ceaſeth. Now Reader, if thou beeft not an Atheiſt, here is e- 
novghto open thine eyes to by the Sabbath thy duty, by the 
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light of thoſe Arguments brought againſt it ; thou ſeeſt Mr,Bax- 
ters ſtrength aguinſt it lyes in rhis grand blaſphemy, that Gods 
Law moral,given to Adam before the fall is impertc@, even that 
Law ſo magnified for its perfeRion in the Scriptures, F/al. 19. g, 
10,11, Pſal.119.fromend toend, of which it is (aid, that it was 
ordained for life, Rem.7.10. which cannot import leſs, than that 
It would have perpetuated the lite of the world to eternity, in the 
ſame happineſs in which it was created, it it had been kept by 
them ; and although we arc grown worſe, yet the Law retains its 
perfe&tion, as appears, Lev.18. 5 Exzek.20, 13,28. Rom. 10.5, 
Gal.;.12. Now he that can take the bulene!s to fly in the tace of 
Gd bimiclf, and diſparage kis pertet Liw, what may he not 
lay, or who can believe him when he may ſpeak truth, or who 
can excuſe him from being ond of thoſe that have i1puken hard 
words againſt God, Jude 15. If ever any man ceicrved to be 
reckoned a bleniſh and a ſcandal to the Chriltian prote(lion, he 
may, who (ith, that the Law given bctcre the fall is imperfect. 
But now if any man ſhould think he may have (trength againſt the 
Sabbath, alrhough he have ſo dreadtully mils'd it here, | lay for 
the information of ſvch, all he hath or could (ay in compariſcn of 
this,if it could have paſſed for current, had been but like (mall ſhot 
in a Birding: Peece 2gainft a Caſtle wall, of no {(gnihcation with 
any man of judgemet-t z this Cannon (hot would have brovght it 
down, and all rhe Towers ot Religion to boot , he is the har- 
dieſt man that ever ventured an cr.counter againſt the Sabbath, 
But although Dr. Ironſide were 2gainſt the Sabbath as much as 
Mr. Baxter can be, yethe knew ihis was too high an attempt, 
and therefore ſaith chap. 3. indeed had it been given to our firſt 
Parents in Paradiſe and ſtate of innocency, as it mult univerſally 
have bound all men, ſo neither could it have been in any thing ce- 
remonial relating unto Chrilt, and we muſt {11} bave kept that 
day on which God reſted. And again in the 7oth. page he ſaith, 
The Sabbath muſt be the ſame witk the feventh, or eſe there is 
no tolerable ſence or congruiry in that Law. His ſecond reaſon is, 
Becauſe ſaith he, the Law of Chrift comtainerh an expreſs reyo- 
cation of the ſeventh dayes Sabbath , but I-ſay, it is ſad to hear a 
reaſon with never a word of truth in it, for there is not one word 
in che Scriptures for revoking ir, and it is very neceſſary that in 
his next Book he diſtinguiſh between Guds Law and Chriſts Law, 
if Ehrift bave any Law of his own, that is none of the Fathers ; 
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but 1 am apt to think jt is a rheer device Satan hath buzz'd intb! 
Mr. Baxter: ears, to lay more flumbling blocks in the way of rhe 
Few: converſion : but when he fhould prove this ſirarige new 
faſhioned reaſon, he addes ( as fliall be ſhewed anon ) bur thar 
non will never cortie while Mr. Baxter lives. Agam, his third 
reaſon is this, God never required two dayes in ſeven, andthe 
fr{t day being proved 10 be of divine inftication, the ceſſation of 
the ſeventh is thereby proved, The firſt-part of this reaſon is 
only true ; God requireth but one Sabbath in a week, and all 
that can read Engliſh know that the Scripture faith tar that is the 
ſeventh day, and if men had either fear or ſhame, they would not 
ſay the firit day is of divine inſtitution, bat if it conld be proved, 
as it never can, the conſequence would not follow. His fourth 
is, that Infidels are not bound to Keep eAdams day, ( as he ſcorn- 
fully calls the Sabbath ) for wart of nonce. To which | anſwer, 
t. lt is not granted him that ary want notice of it that are found 
in their duty feeking after God arid his holy will, or ſhall not al- 
way want the knowledge of him, if they ſeek as they may, But 
2. I ſay, Ignorance will be no excuſe at the diy of Judgement, 
Ged is not bound to come from heaven every age to ———_ his 
Law, or to preclaim it at every mans door, or clie he may pre- 
tend want of notice. But 3. Mr. Baxter may do well to conli- 
der whether there be any greater Infidels in the world chan thoſe 
men that uſe to read, But nu gre day Sabbath of the Lord thy 
God thou ſhalt not do any work, and pray over this Law, Lord 
have mercy upon #s, and zncline our hearts to keep this Law, and 
yet never keepit. 4 and laſtly, Mr. Baxter himſelf warits no 
notice of it, and it can be no excuſe for him not to keep it, be- 
cauſe ſome poor Heathens may not know it, and how far ſoever 
meer ignorance may excuſe them, yet this is far from Mr."Bax- 
ters caſe. His 5th. is expreſt as a probability thar Chriſt and his 
followers wou!d have mentioned this poſitive Law, if it be bind- 
ing ; a very range thing for a man of his parts to bring ſuch 
quibbles, againſt a Law fo delivered, as he confeſſeth that 
Law to be, whether there had been any after mention of it or no. 
But 1 wonder how he can be ſo blame- worthy as co deny the Sab- 
bath ro be mentioned by Chriſt and his Apoſtles ; manifeſt it is 
that he would not hv, us think he uſeth to read 2ſarhbew and 
the As, or that he (trang*ly forgers what he reads. If it had 
been ſpoken in Queen Maries dayes, he might haye thought to 
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IF his credit, becauſe few if they could have reproved him, durſt 
do it, for fear it ſhould be known they had a Bible, and {o might 
be barned for hereticks ; but now every Boy and Girl can take 
notice how broad Mr. Baxter can ſpeak ; andtor his ſaying, he 
never heard the Sabbath pleaded otherwiſe than from the fourth 
Commandement, 1 muſt an excuſe for not bel.ev.ng him. 
Next he per{wades.us, the Law of the fourth Commandement 
binds us not, . becauſe ſaith he, Afoſes Law never buund any but 
Jew: and Proſelytes that voluntarily ſubjeAted to that policy 
with other frivolous matter, calling Aoſes Legil tor, juſt as i 
the Law had notbeen Gods, but Adoſes Law. but 1: is not calle 
for me to believe that he is ſuch a Baby in Religion +4 he makes 
himſelf, for how came the Law to bind Jews and Proſelytes and 
no body elſe ? can he think God made his Law for ſuch a certain 
plot of ground, and for all that ſhould dwell upon nt, and leave 
the reſt of the world lawleſs ? for it it were made tor mcn, what 
reaſon can there be wherefore it ſhould not bind .one as well as 
another, Gentile as well as Jew? and it he do not purpoſely 
make himſelf a child ro deceive others, 1 cannot tell how he 
ſhould think otherwiſe ; for were not the Proſelytes Gentiles of 
other Nations, and if thoſe Nations were not bourd ro keep 
Gods Law, how came thoſe Proſelytes to be buund to keep it ? 
for impoſlible it is that if it had not been Gods will that they 
ſhowld profelyte themſelves ro his Church, and keep his Law, 
their doing ſuch a thing of themſelves could not have pleaſed him, 
it coald have been but, Will-worſhip, and God and his people 1/- 
raclalſo might well have ſaid to them, when they came to offer 
.thermſelves ro the Church, Who required this at your hands ? The 
difference he would put betwixt the ten Commandements written 
in natare, and in tables of ſtone, is inſignihcant with all wiſe and 
eonlidering, men ; the talk he makes of Laws poſitive, formal, 
and natur1l, is,2.parcel of ambiguous words, which being letc 
_ without interpretation, tends to deceive the ſimple, ro make 
- "theja believe God hath ſeveral moral Laws, and ſome bind one 
age and ſort of men, .and ſome another, And then another de- 
vice is, to load it with names to. make it look like a monſter, the 
Jews Law, 997 Law, macccially it is this, and naturally it is 
that, and formally it is nothing at all, and all theſe ſhifts are no- 
thing bur a pack of devices to lead the Reader into a wood, that 
he may there loſe the Sabbath, and not know where to find it in 
the 
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the midſt of this confuſion. But the truth is, Rowe is honefter 
than all this comes to, fur althoygh-ſhe have thrown out Gods 
holy day, and ſet up her own in the ſtead of it, yet ſhe is ſo ho» 
neſt as tortell us ſo, ard not to deceiye us with lies, and father 
them upon the Scriptures; for the Queſtion is about the ten 
Commarderacnts, and Mr, Baxter can t:nd n.0 other moral Laws 
but theſe 2morglt all kis five forts of Laws, for 11 52 could, he 
would doubticis have ramed them, ard to!d us where we thould 
find ;tem, and how we ſhould know them one frm ano/tor, buy 
this is 2 werk too hard tor him , for the truth is, the Law givin 
in inn cency, Whether naturally or politvely moral 3 the Law of 
righteouſnels Noah Kept, the Law condemning lin arid com- 
mard:ng 1ighteouinels in the New Teilament, the 1 aw written 
in tables of (tone, all of them-in all the ercfles tMr., Baxter hath 
or can p2'nt them out with, are but the very ame Law expreſt, 
Exod.2 4.3. t0 the L 8h, and this | would prove beture 1 went fur- 
ther, it the Aſſembly had not ſaved me this labour in the fore- 
mentioned Book, - Ard for his calling.it the Few:ſh national Law; 
never given to any other people, it 1s ſo ſtrange and contrary to 
the whole Book of God, as alſo to all Authors that ever were 3c- 
ccunted orthode x, that | need (ay nothirg 10 ſo blaſphemouga 
eEcvice, eſpecially ſecing this ard twch like 2bſurdities areaſſcrted 
by him wwhout all ſhew of proct. But Jafily, he concludes this 
{tory with this bold affirmation, that in eAſofes eayes this Law 
bound no Nation but the Few?, ard theretore faith he, it needed 
no abregation to the Gentiles, but a deciaration that it did not 
bind them ; ,to which | lay, this declaraucn that the ren Com- 
mandements never hound any but the Jews, was never made de- 
fore by Prophets, Apoltles, or any godly labourers fince their 
time; only now you may take notice it is Mr. Baxters dechara- 
tion, but who commiſhoned-him- co put forth this declaration, 
himſelf muſt give an account, for | find neither Author nor Tex: 
for any ſuch thing, only Mr. Baxter faith it. 

His next is this, The whole Law of Aſſes formally as ſuch is 
abrogated by Chriſt ; marx Reader this doArine, 1. He faith, 
i never bound any but the Jews. 2. He faith, it is abrogated by 
Chriſt formally. Now if this .be true, that the form of e.3loſes 
Law Chriſt hath abrogated co the -Jews, and it never bound the 
Gentiles,” Mr. Baxter hath at once diſcharged all the world of ai 
obedience or regard to be had to the five Books of &.3/o/e; ; for 
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how can any man be obliged to r [0 a Law that concerns him 
hot. Secondly, This roundly follows, that the doQtrine of the 
Prophets which naturally dependeth thereupon , muſt fall of 
courſe, and can be of no uſe to the world; What he means to do 
with theſe blind ſtories I know not, unleſs it be to bring in Athe- 
iſm by whole ſale ; but 1 deſire him to conſider that whatſoever 
miſchief he doth elſe, he cannot do a greater tothe poor Jews for 
his lite ; for can the Jews believe,or any body elſe that hath com- 
mon ſenſe, that the Prophet mentioned, Dext.18.15,16,17,18, 
19,20, inſtead of ſpeaking Gods words like unto Moſes, thould 
come to abrogate Moſes Law ? Now if this doftrine come to the 
ears of the Jews, and they ſhould come to Mr. Baxter, and ask 
him, Whether it is his own doQtrine and conceit ——_ eMeſ- 
ſrah abrogated e Hoſes Law ? Or whether he hath ſufficient 
ground to conclude that it is the doArine of Chriſt himſelf ? 
What would this man ſay ? It he rook the ſhame of it upon him- 
ſelf, what could they judge of him ? If he ſhould put ir off from 
himſelf, and ſay it was Chriſts own doQrine, how covld they 
chooſe but rejoyce and bleſs God, that neither they nor their Fa- 
tiecrs ever put their truſt in ſuch a Saviour ;z and how can they 
chooſe but look upon Mr. Baxter as an addle-headed man, to fe- 
parate from the Church of Rome for breaking the ſecond Com. 
mandement, when Mr. Baxter himſelf ſaith, Chriſt hath abro. 
gated all the ten, But to ſtand to anſwer all his impertinent ex. 
preſſions, and to diſcover how he wrelteth the Scriptures in every 
particular, is too tedious, as the matter of the Law, and the 
torm of the Law, the Law of nature and of Chriſt. But accor- 
ding to his reaſoning, whatever there is of the Law of nature, or 
of Chriſt in the ten Commandements, yer as it is written in the 
Scriptures, he will have ir all awwan end, elſe what can be the 
meaning of this word ſo often repeared, the whole Law of Moſes ' 
is abrogated as ſuch. Sothart any man may ſee his delign is to 
perſwade men todiſ-eſteem the expreſs Word of the Lord, as it 
1s written in the Scriptures of truth ; and therefore we have all 
this, the Law of nature, and the matrer of the Law of nature, a 
mere piece of deceit to blind mens underſtandings, to keep them 
from knowing the will of God, for there is no ſuch thing as a 
Law of nature in any proper ſence, nor any other moral Law 
from the beginning of the world ro the end of it, hut that of the 
ten Commandements, as it is contained in the Writings of Moſes 
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ia the 20th. of Exod, Now this \R may be called Chriſts Law, 
a$it is revealed, taught, or confirmed by him, or through his 

ediation, but to talk of any ſuch Law of Chriſt under any other 
conſideration, is either groſs ignorance or non-ſence. Likewiſe 
this Law may be called the Liw of nature, either as the Book of 
nature teacheth ir, or as we by nature, or the Law of our Crea- 
tion are bound to Keep it. But what is all this to make any alte- 
ration in that holy and perfet Law of God, the Dccalogue ? 
Men may as well talk of more Gcds than one, as of more moral 
Laws than that of the ten Commandements, and as ſoon ir will 
be proved. Now he hath moſt notoriouſly broke the third 
Commandement in abuling the Scriptures, tro make his Reader 
think the whole ten Commandemer:s are abrogue, 'which [| here 
ſer down, Lak.16. 16. Fob.1. 17. Foh.7. 19 23. Aft. 1s, 5/24. 
Gal.5.3- Rom. 2.12, 14,15,16. Rgm,. 3. 19,20, 21, 27,28, 31. 
and 4.13,14,15,:6. and. 13, 20. and 7. 4,5,6,7,8,16. and g. 
4,31,32+ and 10.5. Gal-2.16,19,21. and 32. 10, 11,12,13,19, 
21,24. and 4.21. andy. 3,4,14 23. and 6.13. Eph.2.15. Phil. 
3. 6,9. Heb.7. 11,12, 19. andg. 9. and 10.28. 1 Cor 9. 21. 
Now it naming ſtore of Texts wculd deitr,y Gods Law, Mr. 
Baxter hath laid it for dead, but not one of them is opened by 
him to ſhew how it ſerves his turn, but there is good reaſon for 
that, becauſe there is not one of them all bur what ſpeaks dircly 
againſt him, or ro ſome other thing quite different from that he 
would have it prove, But I muſt note ont pafſage more, thus ex- 
preſt by him ; 1's not part but the whole Law of Moſes which 
Paul excludeth, ( which I ever acknowledged to the Antinomi- 
ans, though they take me for their roo great adverſary. ) Mark 
this acknowledgement, and ſee whether he might not well be 
ſo accounted by ther, but it muſt then be for hardening of them 
in their lawleſs tenan's. But he not truſting to all theſe Texts, 
preſſeth another to this ſervice, which he thinks he may argue, 
2 Cor.3. 3,7,11. for the ceſlation of the ren Precepts z where, 
note Reader, his fallacy in picking out ſome words ot the Text, 
and leaving others, juft as the Devil did, Car 4.6. in urging 
Pſal. 91.11, 12. to our Saviour ; ſuch dealing with the - holy 
Scriptures may, it God prevent it nor, ſoon hatch a brood of A- 
theilts, to render both them and Mr. Baxters painfull tabours 
alſo in former Books, a (corn ; for,might not an Atheiſt, with as 
good a colour of reaſon ſay, the God is dead that brought up the 
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children of 1ſracl out of the Land of Egypt, and name Jey, 23. 7,8. 
and then ſay, as his Commentary upvn the place, nothing bur 
partial violence can evade the force of this Text. 4nd nuw to 
the Text it (elf, evident it is that the ſcope of the place is not to 
perſwade the Corinths againſt the continuation of the ten 
Commandements, as a rule of life, but to exalt the miniſtration 
of the Goſpel, as more powerivll for the converſion of men un- 
to God, then the minittration of the Law when it was written 
in tables of ſtone, For though they had ſo glorivus a diſcovery 
of God and of his counlcl is that diſpenſation in that day, yer 
they remained blinded and hardened for all that ; but the mini- 
ftration of the Goſpel and preſence of the Spirit with it, had 
wrought that in the hearts of the Corinthians by Pauls Miniſtry, 
which the Jews negleQting and retuling tell ſhort of, namely, a 
ſaving, ſanAifying faith. For although they did believe Aoſes, 
yet rejeting the light ot the Goſpel that came into the world 
lince Chriſts coming in the Heſh, were {lill, or became thereby, 
which you will, ſo blind, that they underiſtoud not the end of 
eMoſes Miniſtry , but read the Old Teſtament withour fruit, 
as appears in the 14, 15. verſes of the Chap. But it will never 
be proved from this Text, that either the Law it ſelf or the glo- 
rious miniſtration of it either, is done away in Mr. Baxters 
ſence, but to this day the miniſtration of it ſhines bright enough, 
for Dr. Owen to argue with great authority the perpetuity of 
the Decalogue, But I ſhall grant him, that the miniſtration of 
eHoſes there pointed at, is done away in ſuch a ſence as the 
light of the Moon is put away by the riling of the: Sun in aclear 
morning, out-ſhining of it, as may be initanced from that tore- 
named Text, Jer.23.7,8. Can Mr. Baxter or any man ever 
imagine, that the dayes will ever come, that the ſame God that 
brought up Iſrael from Egypt, either doth not live, or that 
men ſhall either be afraid or athamed to ſay he lives, or to make 
any the lea{t queſtion againſt ſthe — of the God that 
$rrought that deliverance, but only to ſignthe that there was a 
work in the heart of the ſame God to do, which when it was 
done would out-ſhine the other. And this any man may fee to 
be the (ence of 2 Cor. 3d. chap. that is not wilfully blind, that 
although the glory of God did ſhine in his writing the Law to 
pur in the Ark, which according to Phil.4. 19. with other pla- 
Þcs, if need were, may well be interpreted grace or rich mercy, 
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yer the graee or riches of glory chat followed in a more clear di{- 
cavery of the Goſpel, and the gracious ends God had in the then 
delivery of his law as he did, being now with plainneſs expreſt, 
Rom, 5. 20, 21. Rom, 10, 4. with other places, which in that 
day were darkly hinted, is much more glorious, and this is Pazils 
ſence, as appears in the 8, 9, 10, vevſes of that 2 Coy. 3. forif it 
were done away in Mr. Baxters ſenſe, how could it be a killing 
Letter, a Liw of Death, and Condemnation ? Sure if it be the 
Law that bringeth death and condemnation, it muſt be in force 
to injoyn obedience. Again, there were no place for Panto com- 
plain uf the Jews blindneſs, and of the vail upon their hearts in 
reading the old Teſtament,if it be wholly abrogated ; for what 
makes it matter whether a Lxyw be underſtood or no, that binds 
no body, for he told us before that it was abrogued to the Jews 
and for the Gentiles, there needed nothing but a declaration that 
itdid not bind them, but I have diſcharged this Text in an Ap- 
pendix to Mr. Spittlebowſe book of the morality of the Sabbath 
long agoe, or ſuch abſurdities Mr. Baxtey puts on-it, and | ſhall 
here give ſome reaſons further for clearing this truth z namely, 
that the moral law of God, or law of ren Commandements re- 
mains to the end of the world a rule of Godlyneſs and 
Righteouſneſs in every jot and tittle of it, therefore the 
fourth Command muft needs remain with the ſame names 
God himſelf hath baptized it with, or with his own mouth given 
tO it, the ſeventh the Sabbath of Fehova' thy God, ' which cannor be. 
taken from it withour offering much more violence to ir, then to 
job it ofa jot ora tittle, Now helides this Text hinted, at. 5. 
17,18, 19, 29, 21, where it is plain beyond all poſlibility of de- 
nial, that the ten precepts expreſt, Exod. 20. are meant or inten- 
ded, in which words with the context it is moſt plain, that our 
Lord would not have us think- he eame to make void one title of 
it to the worlds end, but toconfirm it a rule of life, toall his 
diſciples, to qnake them ſhjng as lights in the world zuneo which [ 
might add a hundred more, but conſider theſe few moſt plain 
and readieſt in memory, Lnke 216. 17. Rom. 3. 19. 31. 1 Cor. 9. 
8. 21. and 14. 34- and 15. 56.1 Tom. 1.5. g. James 2. 8,9, 10, 
r.and 4.11.1 Fobn3.3.to 12.2 John 4, 5,6. all which pla- 
ces be lo plain, they need no expoſition, bur 1 ſhall add to theſe 
1 ; G 2 plain 
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plain Texts theſe further reaſons to prove the perpetual coniny- 
arce of this law, | 

Fir(t reaſon, becauſe it is pronounced by our Lord Jeſus him- 
ſelf ro be a law of equity, ear. 9. 12. Now whatever is dune 
- again{t a law of equity, is done againſt equity it ſelf, but mani- 

ſeit it is, Chriſt commandeth equity, and that from the autho- 
rity of the Law, therefore he-did not aboliſh it, | 

Secondly, it is declared by him, eAſat. 22. 40, that this law 
is the Epitome or (ubllance of all the Prophets, ard if it be ab. 
rogated, the whole old Teſtament mnt tall with ir of fyurſe , 
but to ſay that Chriſt came ro abrogate the old Teltament, is a 
Blaſphemy high enough for a, Ranter. 

Thirdly, this Jays 1s the: law by which. the Lord Chriſt will 
judge the manners of ali the world at the Judgment day, Rom, 2 
chap. which could not be excepv ir were a rule of life to all the 
world. 

Fourthly, it is one great work of the Huly Spirit, to write this 
law in;the hearts of his people; which would be but a vain work if 
it were not 3 continuing law. - ; 

Fifthly, the Law hath an office aſſigned it, which is of perpe- 
tual uſe to-all the world, Kom.3 20. and 7.7. therefore it muſt re- 
main a law for eyer ; for no man can know lin by the law, unleſs 
1t be his duty to keep is. 

Sixthly, the Law hath-nothing-in it contrary to the tendereſt 
part of the Goſpel,,no more ;hen the Faith or the Goſpel hath a- 
gainſt the law, but they dotheir diſtin ofhces without jarr or 
interrupting each other in their courſe, Rom. 3. 19, 20, 28, 29, 
30, 31. and therefore there is no reaſon wheretore the Law 
as a rule of life ſþou}d- be aboliſhed any more. then the Goſ(- 
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”” Sonadbs, wollnck. juſtice, andigoodneſs, being the nature of 
this law, it cannot be aboliſhed, except holineſs, juſtice, and good- 
neſs be ſo alſo. But this is the deſcription Paul gives of the Law, 
Rom. 7, 12+ and inthe next words tells us, that there is nothing in 
the nature of the Law by which man becomes a ſufferer but in 
lin, which is comrary,to - the Law, and tor my part | cannot ſee. 
no reaſon wherefore- any raan ſhould once ſuppoſe or imagine he 
is not bqund to keep the ten Commandments, unleſs he greatly 
want either wiſdom or hogeſty; _ 
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The eighth reaſcn wherefore this holy Law muſt /needs be 
perpeiral, is, becauſe it was cre of the ©1.ds of Chipis cerrirg, 
218 cyirg, thathis pecple might be (ugplyce with\f rergtl. of 
Pioce tokeepit, yea, tokeepitiully, Aer, 8,2, 3,4- Ne weigs 
are mc «xpreſs, that the righteculr.efs of the Law m'ght be ful. 
filled in us, he Coth tor ſay for us, butinis ; but it thicy cid {o 
ſay, yet wee the prock ſer this ttirg ſtrerg are clear ;; tor there 
can be no nec (ity tor Chriſts ſulklarg this law tor us, it we our 
(elves were not beurd to fulfill it, ard he can never be fuprpcled to 
delign the fulblling of it,that weekly breaks the tourth Command 
With allowance. | 

Ninthly, the Law hath an unchangeable goodneſs in it as ever 
it had, and in and of it ſelf, it will do mankind as much, good as 
ever it would have done, and no more harm then in the day of 
innocence. For however the Law kills, or condemns, it comes 
nor to pals through any defeRt inthe Law, but through that (in- 
ful alteration that is in man, and that the Law retains its 
primitive goodneſs, ſce Rom. 10, 5, Now it is againſt all 
reaſon, that Geds good law ſhould be aHoliſhed tor mans faulr. 
bat, 

Tenthly, Seeing the ſpirit of Ged hath given this Law the name 
of a perfc&t Law, it muſt needs remain for ever, without the leaſt 
alteration; for if any thing be added to that which is per- 
feft, it cannot mend it, but blemiſh it 3 nor can a jot or 
a tittle be taken from ir, but it mult loſe ſo much of its per- 
feion. 

Eleventhly, this Law hath ſo perfc a congruity with that a- 
biding grace of love, 1 Cor, 13.8. 13. Rom..13. $,10. that it is 
wg to think the one can be abrogated any more then the 
oLrner. 

Twelfihly and laſtly, the Scripture expreſſeth, Gal. 3. 13. that 
the great work of redemption conliſteth in bearing fhe curſe of. 
the Law for us, to free us from the curie thereof. And impoſlible 
it is that we can be delivered from the curſe of the Law, and from 
the obedience ofit alſo; for it can never curſe him that oweth ir 
no obedience. 

And unto all theſe Texts and Reaſons, I ſhall add thus much ;. 
that all the mention that is made of the law in them muſt of ne- 
ceſſity intend that law proclaimed by the Lord at S5nas, if m_ 
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andhis Apoſiles intended any body ſhould underſtand what they 
meant by what they ſaid ;evident jt is beyond all doubt,that thole 
well known commandments they every where integd, and for his 
urging thole Texts in the Heb. Epbeſ. and Coleſ. as he doth. I on- 
ly lay it is below a man that proteſlzth ſo much knowlecge as to 
undertake to write books,to bring thote Texts to prove the abro- 
g1tion of the ten commandments, which never were underſtood, 
to be ſhadows of che body of Chrilt by any man but Mr. Baxtey 
nor thoſe Texts. Colo}. Epheſ. and Hb. otherwiſe then ſhadows, 
much leſs does it become a Minitter ot the Goſpel. For it it be 
gnorance it is both fintull and ſhameful, and it muſt ſpring trom 
that root or a worſe, but this is an ordinary lin with him, to 
preſs whole files of Texrs at a time, to ſerve in his warfare, whe- 
ther they will or no. Now for the ObjeQtions and Anſwers 
Which takes vp the latter part of this chap. any rational man may 
fee the lameneſs of his cauſe, by his frequent denials and grants, 
touching the very ſame law z tor when he hath done all he can 
to render it ſtanding in the book of God for a Cipher, yet can 
he find no other law of nature, or of Chriſt, hut it : See the 77 
page, and note, how far that Text is from ſerving his intereſt, 
with which he would put all out of doubt; page $9. Col. 2. 16. 
where the Sabbaths there intended are expreſly ſaid to be ſhadows 
of the body of Chriſt ; which no man will ſay of that Sabbath 
appointed im innocercy,that is in his right mind, but the ſeventh 
day on Which God reited from his work he appointed for his 
workhip by Mr. Baxters own confell;on, 8g page ; but | am not 
willing to trouble my ſelf or Reader with all thar might be 
anſwered, cxcept the whole book were more conſiderable then 
it is. 1find in the end of his book an Appendix, wifrein | per- 
ceive ſome worthy pen hath wrote unto him, it may be to ſtop 
his courle,when he might hear whar work he was abour, but this 
is my conjefture. But evident it is,that the reaſons given him by 
that hand are ſubſtantial, and grounded upon the Scriptures, and 
ſeeirg ſuch arguments ſo headily turned off by Mr. Baxrey, with 
a found of empty words, makes me to fear that he is a very wilful 
man, but | will not rake work out of ſo worthy a workmang hand, 
or elſe 1 ſhould not fo let Mr. Baxter go. But Mr. Baxter in the 
end of his Poſtſcript ſignifieth he vgll not allaw himſelf mw = 
were 
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ſwered except Douftor Young be anſwered alſo ;. but this 
ſorry ſhitt ro ſtop the Pens of men till he be anſwered, 
that hath written as ill as kimſelf, muſt not ſerve his 
turn, he cannot be ſoexcuſed, as ill I ſay, it he ſpeak truth, and | 
was not very willing to take up my time to anſwer ſo much of his 
book as | have done, if there had not been a juſt neceſſity. Se- 
condly as a more full anſwer, it Mr. Baxters book and Dr. Towngs 
be ſo neer a kin, that the one iy an Appendix to the other, more 
large, but the ſame for fubſtarſe, then the anſwer to Mr, Gax- 
ters, anſwers the DoRars alſo. | 


Courteons Reader, theſe Prrataes thou art deſired to mend 
with thy Pen. 


P Ap?6.1.18.read to truth, p.7.1.33-r-and brings.p.10.1.3.r:the Sunday.l.6 
leave out Chriſt, and add vr. l.15.leave out though. p.11.1,33.r.130.p-13, 
| 15. leave out upon, r.from-1.16, for ſhaddery,r.ſhadowy.l.z 2.for givener. gi- 
ving.|.34-r.and for him.p.14. 1,14. r- ata, Pp. 16+ 1, 5, for Covenant of Grace: 
r, Covenant Grace. p-18,),1.r, Apotiles and all. y.19. 126, leaye ont of. p. 24:4 


2.r,ot reaſon. p.33 .1.39-r-falliied, 
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